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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The paragraphs the amend

ments to which hnve just been agreed to will, in the absence 
of objection, be considered as agreed to as amended. The Chair 
hears no objection. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I move that the Senate adjourn. 
The motion was agreed -to, and (at 5 o'clock and 30 minutes 

p. m.) the Senate adjourned until Monday, June 7, 1909, at 
10.30 o'clock a . m. 

SENATE. 

MONDAY,. June 7, 1909. 

The Senate met at 10.30 o'clock a. m. 
P1·ayer by Rev. Uly8ses G. B. Pierce, of the city of Washington. 
The Vice-President being absent, the President pro tempore 

assnmed the chair. 
The Journal of the proceedings of Saturday last was read and 

apprond. 
PETI'l'IO:XS AND MEMORIALS. 

'l'he PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a petition of the 
Reno Commercial Club, of Reno, :Kev., praying for the adoption 
of certain amendments to the interstate-commerce law giving 
to the Interstate Commerce Commission the power to suspend 
the taking effect of proposed ad-ranees in existing rates or 
changes in rules pending a hearing, etc., which was referred to 
the Committee on Interstate Commerce. · 

l\fr. GAlllBLE presented a petition of the Western South Da
kota Stock Growers' Association, praying for the ratification of 
such reciprocal trade relations with other governments as will 
encourage the export of lirn stock, which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Western South Dakota 
Stock Growers' Association, praying for the retention of the 
present import duty on cattle, with such reasonable adjustment 
and maximum and minimum schedules as shall best subserve 
the interests of the cattle growers of the country, which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

Ur. NIXON presented a petition of the Reno Commercial 
Club, of Reno, Nev., praying that an appropriation be made to 
enable the Interstate Commerce Commission to obtain the 
valuation of all railroad property in the United States, which 
was referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Reno Commercial Club, 
of Reno, Nev., praying for the adoption of certain amend
ments to the interstate-commerce law giving to the Interstate 
Commerce Commission the power to suspend the taking effect 
of proposed advances in existing rates, etc., which was referred 
to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. STONE presented a petition of the Master Bakers' Pro
tecti-ve and Benevolent Association of St. Louis, Mo., praying 
for the enactment of legislation to prohibit gambling in wheat 
and in options upon wheat for future delivery, which was re-
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. . 

He also presented a petition of the employees of the 1\lound 
City Engraving Company, of St. Louis, Mo., praying thnt a 
duty of 35 cents per pound be placed on view cards, whicll was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the employees of the Kansas 
City Post, of Kansas City, Mo., praying for the repeal of the 
duty on print paper and wood pulp, which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of the St. Louis Advertising 
Men's League, of St. Louis, Mo., remonstrating against the 
enactment of legislation providing license fees for posted dis
play advertisements and signs, which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

BILLS INTRODUCED_. 

Bills were introduced, read the first time, and, by unanimous 
consent, the second time, and referred as follows: 

. By Mr. GUGGENHEIM: 
A bill ( S. 2537) granting an increase of pension to Niram N. 

Buttolph (with the accompanying paper); 
A bill ( S. 2538) granting an increase of pension to Samuel A. 

Stratton (with tlie accompanying paper) ; and 
A bill ( S. 2539) granting an increase of pension to Benjamin 

F. Noll (with the accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. STONE: 
A bill ( S. 2540) granting an increase of pension to Samuel 

Durbam; and 
A bill ( S. 2541) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 

Braswell; to the Committee on Pensions. 

PRICES OF AGRICULTURAL IMPLEMENTS. 

Mr. CURTIS submitted the following resolution (S. Res. 56), 
which was considered by unanimous consent and agreed to: 

Senate resolution 56. 
Resolt:ed, That the Secretary of Commerce and Labor be requested 

to transmit to the Senate any information in the possession of his de
partment relative to the prices at which agricultural implements manu
factured in the United States are sold in foreign countries. 

THE PHILil'PINE ISLANDS. 

l\Ir. STONE. Mr. President, I ha·rn an article here by Mr. 
Erving Winslow, of Massachusetts, printed in the North Ameri
can Review recently, relating to the Philippine Islands. We 
shall have that question up very soon on the pending bill. I ask 
that the article may be printed as a Senate document. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Missouri 
asks that the article sent to the desk be printed as a document 
(S. Doc. No. 81). 

Mr. KEAN. What is the article? 
Mr. STONE. It is an article written by Mr. Winslow, of 

Massachusetts, dealing with our relations with the Philippine 
Islands. 

There being no objection, the order was reduced to writing 
and agreed to, as follows : 

Ol'de1·ea, That the article, "The conditions and the future ·· of the 
Philippine Islands," by Erving Winslow, be printed as a document. 

PORTO RICO POWER AND LIGHT COMPANY. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the ·Senate the 
following message from the President of the United States, 
( S. Doc. No. 83), which was read and, with the accompanying 
paper, referred to the Committee on Pacific Islands and Porto 
Rico and ordered to be printed : 
To the Senate and House of Representatives : 

In accordance with the provisions of section 32 of an act of 
Congress entitled "An act temporarily to provide revenues and 
a civil government for Porto Rico, and for other purposes,". 
approved April 12, 1900 (31 Stat .. 84), I have the honor to 
transmit herewith for tbe consideration of the Congress cer
tified copy of a franchise granted by the executi·rn council 
of Porto Rico May 19, 1909, entitled "An ordinance amending 
an ordinance entitled 'A franchise granting to the Porto Rico 
Power and Light Company, its successors _ and assigns, the 
right to develop the water power known as " Oomerio Falls,'' 
situated on La Plata River, for the generation of electrical 
energy, and to build, construct, erect, and maintain lines of 
wire for transmitting and distributing electrical energy for 
commercial and industrial purposes,' " approyed by the gov
ernor May 24, 1900. 

Wu. H. TAFT. 
THE WHITE HOUSE, June 'i, 1909. 

TELEPHONE SERVICE IN PORTO RICO. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the 
following message from the President of the United States 
(S. Doc. No. 82), which was read and, with the accompanying 
paper, referred to the Committee on Pacific Islands and Porto 
Rico and ordered to be printed: 
To the Senate and House of Rep1·esentatives: 

In accordance with the provisions of section 32 of an act of 
Congress entitled "An act temporarily to provide re-venues and 
a civil government for Porlo Rico, and for other purposes,'' 
appro-ved April 12, 1900 (31 Stat., 84), and section 2 of a 
joint resolution amending said act approved l\Iay 1, 1900 (31 
Stat., 716), I have the honor to transmit herewith copy of an 
ordinance passed by the executive council of Porto Rico May 
20, 1909, entitled "An ordinance repealing an ordinance en
titled 'An ordinance granting to Juan Bertran the right to 
construct, maintain, and operate a system of long-distance tele
phone lines between the playa of Yabucoa and the playa of 
Naguabo and their intervening towns and cities, together with 
local telephone systems in certain of said towns and local sta
tions at other points.' " 

WM. H. TAFT. 
TIIE WHITE HOUSE, June "I, 1909. 

THE TARIFF. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. j'he calendar is in order. 
The Senate, as in Committee of tne Whole, resumed the con

sideration of the bill (H. R. 1438) to provide revenue, equalize 
duties, and encourage the industries of the United States, and 
for other purposes. · 

The PRESIDE~TT pro tempore. The pending paragraph is 
paragraph 318, page 108. 

l\fr. ALDRICH. The committee modify their amendment to 
paragraph 318 by striking out after the word "counted,'' in the 
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fifth line, page 109, down to the end of the paragraph, and in
serting the language which l send to the desk. 

The .PRESIDENT pro tempore. ·The amendment proposed 
by the Senator from Rho.de Island will be reaa. 

The SECRETARY. It is ·proposed to amend the amendment on 
page 100, line 5, by striking out after the word " counted" the 

· remainder -of the ·para.graph and inserting : 
In the ascertainment of any ana all the particulars or descriptions 

upon which the duties, cumulative or other, ilx:!Posed upon cotton cloth 
are made to depend, the entire fabric, and all parts ther:eof, and all the 
threads of which it i-s composed, shall 1>e included. 

Mr. BRISTOW. Mr. President, '.I -suggest the absence of ·a 
quorum. 

'Ihe PRESIDENT pro itempore. The Secretary will call the 
roll. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the -foilowing :Senators an
swered ·to their names : 
Aldrich Crane Hale 
Bacon Crawford Heyburn 
Beveridge Culberson Hughes 
Bo.rah Cullom J"ohnson, N. Dak. 
Bradley Cummins Johnston, Ala. 
Brandegee Curtis Jones 
Briggs Depew Kean 
Bristow Dick La-Follett.e 
Brown Dillingham Lodge 
Burkett Dolliver Mccumber 
Burnham ·Fletcher 'McEnery 
Burrows Flint Nelson 
Burton Foster New lands 
Carter Frye Oliver 
Clark, -Wyo. Gallinger Overman 
Clarke, Ark. Gamble Page 
Clay Guggenheim ·~aynter 

Penrose 
:Perkins 
Piles 
.Root 
Scott 
Simmons 
Smith, Mich. 
Smoot 
·Stephenson 
·Stone 
Sutherland 
Taliaferro 
Taylor 
Warner 
'Warren 

The PRE1SIDENT pro tempore. Sixty~six Senators ha-re re
sponded to their names. There is a quorum preEent. The Sec
retary will again i:ead the -amendment to the .amendment o.f
ferred by the S.enator from .Rhode Island in behalf of the Com
mittee on Fjnance. 

The SECRETARY. In paragra.ph 1U-8, .page 109, line ·5, afte1· the 
word " counted" _and the .comma, .strike out the .i·ema:inder of 
the paragraph 11.Ild insert· · 

In the ascertainment of any and all the ;partI.culal'S or descriptioxrs 
upon which 1'.he duties, cumulative or other, imposed .nJ>on cotton cloth 
are made to depend, the entire '.fabric, 'filld all parts thereof, .and au 
the threads of which it ls composed, -shall be included. 

The amendment to the amendment was 11greed to. 
'J.'he a:mendJnent ·as amended was agreed ·to. 
The PRESIDE rT :pro tempore. The n~xt amendment to the 

paragraph ·will be stated. 
The .SECRETARY. In paxagr.a:ph .318, page 108, line .23, the eom

mittee ·proposes to strike out the word " otherwise" :and to 
insert "cut in lengths." 

The amern;lment was agreed to. 
Mr. ALDRICH. I ask that :the par~oi.:aph as amended ·be 

agreed to. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing 

to the paragraph ·as amended. 
The paragraph as amended was a.greed to. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The next amendment will 

be stated. 
The 'SECRETARY. Paragraph 319, line 17, niter the word 

" cotton," the committee proposes -to insert " or ·other ;vegetable 
fiber." 

The .amendment was agreed to.. 
The SE~Y. In line .21, after the ward u coated," the 

committee proposes to inse.rt the ·words " and cotton window 
hollands." 

Mr. DOLLIVER. I should like to inquir.e what is the oc
ca ion of putting .cotton window lli>llands in that paragraph? 

l\Ir. ALDRICH. Because they .are proper1y included .in Jt as 
cloths that are .filled. They .are .more ex.Pensive ·than .most 
of the filled cloths and it is ·simply -to give 11:hem the .duty to 
which they are properly entitled. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. I desire to say that the transfer of these 
:window hollands, which are ordina1:_y blinds, .and hang over th_e 
windows of the homes of the people, including the ·blinds that 
hang over the -windows 41. this Capitol, are very substantially 
increased in the amount of duty by this transfer to paragraph 
319. I do not know of any reason for that. We make in the 
United States, practically without competition, all the ordinary 
varieties, and the only va,ieties that are imported are those 

arieties, I th1nk, that are used .by .the United States ;Gov€rn
ment, which .are not made here for the .reason that the -market 
for them is very limited. 

I believe it will be found upon examination that this inci:ea e 
-0f duty 1s not .necessary for the protection of the .two ol' furee 
factories that are engaged in the manufacture af ,ordinary 
window hollands for the .home of our people. 

tlr. ALDRICH. The ·cloths that are -covered 'by this ,a_menil
ment are cloths which are filled and beetled and are extremely 

experu;ive to make. The suggestion of the Senator .fro.m Iowa 
it -seems to me, furnishes the very best argument why thu; 
change .should .be made; that the Government of the United 
States is now buying foreign window shades because they are 
not m:ade in this country, and can .not be made under our 
Pl'eEent tariff. _ 

Mr. DOLLIV.ER. I am informed by persons who are familiar 
with it that the reason why they are not made is because all 
the ~ills are occupied in this coltntry in making ordinary win
dow .llollands. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That statement is not correct. I will say 
that the change made by this amendment is simply classifying 
them where the law did intend to classify th~m and to relieve 
the matter from one of those decisions by which cloths of the 
same charactet· have been placed in the countable provisions 
because they were not particularly specified as .filled cloths: 
They are .filled cloths, and they are not only filled, but beetled 
in addition to being filled, and they are very expensive. This is 
simply putting them in .here by name fol' the purpose of giving 
·them the duty to which they are entitled. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Does the Sena tor from Rhode Island deny 
that _putting them in this paragraph increases the duty over 
what has been collected heretofore? 

Mr~ ALDRICH:. Mr. President, it is eXP,:ctly one of the cases 
we have been discussing here <for four or five days, where filled 
cloth, ·because it wa:s not ·put into the :sChedule by name, was 
held to be dutiable under the countable provisions of the act. 
That was never the intention of Congress; it is not the intention 
of Congress; and we are putting them -in here by name for the 
purpose of giving them the duties to which they are entitled. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Will .the Senator be kind enough to state 
whether the e articles -are now dutiable under tbe ad valorem 
provisions of the Dingley law ·as countab1e cotton? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Unguestionably. 
Mr. DOLLIVER. ·So that putting tbem them in her~ 
Mr. ALDRlCH. They are now dutiable by the decisions of 

the courts or -the Board -of General A-ppraisers. They a.re filled 
cloths, .and were ·never intended to go .mt0 the countable sched
ules. I will not -stop to characterize ·the decisions, but they 
have been put by them into paragraphs where 1:hey ·did not be
long. This is £i~ply an attempt to restore them where the law 
intended they should be, and where they ougbt to be. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. -.Mr. Presiaent, these cloths are very varied 
in value. Some of them are very cheap and some of them a.re 
quite expensive. .I ca'll the attention of the Senate to the fact 
that the duty ought to be an ad valorem ,duty, .or else there ought 
te "be divHli:ng lines. Otherwise cbeap window holla.nds, now 
adequately protected, under these specifics will -bear a rate of 
duty that would be astoniShing to anybody really engaged 'in 
h·ying to moderate and reduce some of these tariff -schedules. 

Mr . . ALDRICH. The duty under this provision can not be 
over 50 -per cent in any case. It is another one of these at
tempts to deceive the Senate as to the effect of tlle change. It 
is simply a change in window ,shades. They ·are not blinds at 
all ; they are window shades) filled sbades, ..filled and beetled, and 
made in the most expensive way. Heretofore the foreign price 
I know of .is in the neighborhood of 10 cents a ·yard, and at 
ro cents a yftrd the duty now proposed would be oO per cent 
ad va1orem. 

1\1r. DOLLIVER. I think the Senator is in error in rela
tion to those -prices. I think ·1 will be prepared in a moment 
to state exactly what -they are. It is obvious that whether 
they are 150 per cent or less depends altogether upon the calcu
lation of the equivalent upon ihe specific 3 cents per yard 
UEsessed upon -these goodB . 

.I do not desire now to do more than make a .modest protest 
against the _pxoposed transfer to the paragraph, under circum
stances -which can be shown substantially increases -the duties 
on all and to very alarmingly increase duties upon those of 
moderate prices, which the" people are accustomed to use. 

The P_RESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on :agreeing 
to the amendment. 

.Mr. DOLLIVER called for the yeas and nays, and they were 
ordered. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the .roll. 
Mr. JOHNSTON of .Alabama (when Mr. BANKHEAD's name 

was called). My wlleague [Mr. BANKHEAD] is unavoidably 
absent. Ile is paired with the junior Senator from Nevada [Mr. 
N.rxoN]. Ti my colleague were present, he would vote "nay." 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore (when Mr. FRYE'S name was 
called). The junior Senator from Maine [Mr. FRYE] is paired 
with :the senior Senator from Virginia [Mr. DAN.IEL]. 

Mr. OLIVER (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the junior Senator from Oregon [Mr. CHAMBERLAIN]. I trans
fer my pair to the Senato.r from Connecticut [Mr. BULK.ELEY] , 
and vote " yea." 
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Mr. SUllIONS (when his name was called). I inquire 

whether the junior Senator from !Slinnesota [Mr. CLAPP] has 
voted? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is informed that 
he has not voted. 

Mr. Sll\IMONS. I am paired with that Senator~ 
Mr. NELSON. If the Senator from l\!innesota [Mr. CLAPP] 

were here~ he would vote " nay." 
Mr. SD\IMONS. I will vote. I vote "·nay." 
Mr. WARRE.l.~ (when his name was called). I am paired 

with the senior Senator from Mississippi [Mr. MONEY]. I do 
not see him in the Cha.mber, and I withhold my vote. 

The roll call was concluded. 
Mr. DILLINGH.Abr. I inquire if the senior Senator from 

South Ca:rolina [Mr. TILLMAN] has voted? 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is informed he 

has not. 
Mr. DILLINGHAM. Then I ·withhold my vote. Otherwise I 

would vote ·~ yea:r 
Mr. CURTIS. I desire to announce that the Senator from 

Indiana [Ur. SHIVELY] is paired with the Senator from Mon
tana [Mr. DIXo_ ], and that the Senator from Oklahoma [Mr. 
OwEN] is paired with the Senator from Delaware [Mr. 
DU PONT]. 

Mr. DEPEW. I am paired with the Senator from l\Iary
lancI [Mr. RAYNER]. I transfer my pair to the Senator from 
Oregon [Mr. BOURNE] and vote "yea." 

The result was announced-yeas 41, nays 26, as follows : 

Aldrich 
Borah 
Bradley 
Brandegee 
Briggs 
Burnham 
Burrows 
Burton 
Carter 
Clark, Wyo. 
Crane 

Bacon. 
Bailey 
Beveridge 
Bristow 
Brown 
Burkett 
Clay 

Cullom 
Curtis 
Depew 
Dick 
Elkins 
Flint 
Foster 
Gallinger 
Guggenheim 
Hale 
Heyburn 

YEAS-41. 
Johnson, N. Dak. 
Jones 
Kean 
Lodge 
Mccumber 
McEnery 
Oliver 
Page 
Penrose 
PeTkins 
Piles 

NAYS'-26. 
Culberson 
Cummins 
Dolliver 
Fletch el" 
Frazier 
Gamble 
Go.re 

NOT. 

Hughes 

t~~s;~~ftfa. 
MeLaurin 
Nelson 
New lands 
Overman 

VOTING-24. 

Root 
Scott 
Smith, Mich. 
Smoot 
Stephenson 
Sutherland 
WarneT 
Wetmore 

Paynter 
Simmons 
Stone 
Taliaferro 
Taylor 

Bankhead Crawford Frye Richardson 
Bourne Daniel Martin Shively 
Bulkeley Davis Money Smith, Md, 
Chamberlain Dillingham Nixon Smith, S. C. 
Clapp Dixon Owen Tillman 
Clarke, Ark. du Pont Rayner Warren 

So the amendment of the committee was agreed to. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, the para

graph as amended will be agreed to. 
Mr. DOLLIVER. :Mr. President, I desire to be heard on that 

question for a moment. 
I dislike exceedingly to be put in the position of placing my 

dictum or the conclusion in my own mind against the maturer 
judgment and opinion of the honored Senator from Rhode 
Island [l\Ir. ALDRICH]. 

I called attention a moment ago to the fact that this transfer 
of window hollands from the paragraph in which they had com
fortably reposed for a good many years, namely, from paragraph 
306 of the Dingley law, where they are dutiable at 2.Z cents a 
yard, to this paragraph, operates to unnecessarily and somewhat 
alarmingly increase the duties on the article of window hol
lands, which hang in the homes of so many of our people. I 
did not at the moment have at hand the exact facts which I 
now desj_re to lay before the Senate. 

I am not subject to any embarrassment on account of present
ing the facts after the vote has been. taken, because I have had 
experience in a cold world sufficient to enable me to say that it 
is just as well to throw light on the subject after the transaction 
is over as before. 

Now, there [exhibiting] is a sample of white or bleached win
dow holland, and there [exhibiting] is a sample of colored
yellow window holland. These are the ordinary grades in 
which holland stuffs are made in the United States and used in 
the United States. I think the exact English selJing price of 
the bleached ones is equal to 10.1 cents a yard, a:s the article is 
valued at our custom-house. The Dingley rate was 2! cents a 
yard under paragraph 306, because it has a count of from 100 to 
150 threads and weighs 4 square yards to the pound. What does 
the transfer of these commonly used articles to paragraph 319 
actually do? It assesses a rate of 3 cents a square yard and 
20 per cent ad valorem, which is equivalent to 5 cents. Besides 
that, under paragraphs 318 and 321, I think it would obtain an 

additional 1 cent as goods subjected to a process similar to mer
cerization; but I will not be sure about that--

Mr. ALDRICH. No; I think not. 
Mr. DOLLIVER. Because that has been disputed; but 

there have been so many questions disputed by our Board of 
Appraisers that I do not understand, for the life of me, with 
what confidence we can say how soon the Board of Appraisers 
will determine that almost any process is similar to merceriza
tion. So here we have a rate of 3 cents a square yard and 20 
per cent ad valorem, equivalent ·to 50 per cent ad valorem, 
whereas the present ad valorem is only about 25 per cent. If 
these window hollands are color~d or dyed, the English sell
ing price of sucb a one as I exhibit here is 10.728 cents, and 
the Dingley rate under paragraph 306 is 3t cents a yard, which 
equals an equivalent ad valorem of 32.62 per cent. The Sen
ate rate proposed under paragraph 319 is 3 cents a yard and 
20 per cent ad valorem, equivalent to 5144 cents per yard. 
Leaving out what I think is a disputed question, whether these 
articles a.re liable under paragraphs 318 and 321 as articles 
subjected to a process similar to that of mercerization, the 
transfer of these articles from one. paragraph to the other 
operates to make, as you will observe, a very substantial in
crease in these rates. r think it is unnecessary, because these 
grades of articles are not imI>orted. There are only two or 

, three factories making these window hollands in the United 
; States. They make no effort to make the high-grade class, 
1 because the market is very limited and the profits are very 
small. It is proposed, however, to increase the duties on all of 
them. I do not even admit that it is necessary to increase 

· the duties on those that are of the higher grade, because 
the higher the grade the greater the price~ and as the 
Dingley ad valorem rate advances, if they are subject to the 
ad valorem rate, I believe an adequate protection would be 
guaranteed; but as the higher ones probably would fall under 
the paragraphs including the ad valorems of the act of 1897 
and as they increase in price, the ad valorem wo.uld state their 
protection in steadily increasing duties~ Therefore I do· not 

' believe that it is right-I do not think it ought to be done
to make all of these dnties specific,, a certain ~ount per square 
yard, whether they are cheap or moderate in price or very 
costly. It operates to increase the duties and to very .unnec
essarily stimulate the duties on the ordinary or common grades. 

l\Ir. ALDRIGH. Mr. President,. I do not intend to take up 
much time in this post-mortem discussion. The -SenatoJ: from 
Iowa has read directly from a st:atement of the importers as to 
the value of these articles and the rates which they paid priOJl' 
to the year 1900, when the decision to which I. have referred 
was made. The Senator follows the statement of these gentle
men in their mistakes and in their extravagant misstatements. 
Up to 1900 these goods were dutiable under the filled-cloth pro
vision at the same rate which they now have. In 1900, in the 
case of The. United States v. Pinney, it was held that these 
filled cotton cloths were not identical with the Scotch hollands 
and the King's hollands, which are covered by this provision. 
In the first place, these cloths would not be dutiable at 2! cents 
per square yard. If they were valued at 10 cents as bleached 
cloths, under the act of 1897, before this decision was made, 
they had1 been dutiable at 30 per cent ad valorem, instead of 2! 
cents per square yard. By the change which we have made in 
the act, the Senate has voted deliberately into the act rates 
which would have been almost as great as they are under this 
provision ; but, as I stated before, this is another one of those 
cases where the courts misinterpreted the plain intention of 
Congress; and we have these importers here in their statements 
and briefs to protest against the rectification being made. 

Mr. Sl\ITTH of Michigan. Mr. President, will the Senator 
from Rhode Island permit a question? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Certainly. 
Mr. SMITH of Michigan. r should like to ask whether this 

class of goods comes within the range of the statement made by 
Mr. Parkhill and others on Saturday. 

Mr. ALDRICH. No; it is not covered in that at a.IL This 
is another case which was not covered in the statement by Mr. 
Parkhill. It involves the same principle, however. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. l\Ir. President, I would not myself hesitate 
to present to the Senate a statement of facts about the dry 
goods business made by reputable merchants importing cotton 
goods, if I had reason to believe they were the truth. There 
can be no important merchant in New York connected with the 
dry goodS business who is not vastly more interested in the 
domestic trade than he is in the foreign trade. The-city of New 
York handles 80 per cent of the cotton cloths manufactured in 
the United States directly, and, of course, no merchant could 
be of very much importance there who had not more interest 
in the $500,000,000 worth which we produce in the United State's 
than he has in the pitiable amount of $14,000,000 worth which 
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are annually imported into the United States of cotton cloths; 
but, curiously enough, I am not now relying on statements 
made by an importer. I am relying upon the statements made 
by Frederic B. Shipley, of 49 Leonard street, New York, who 
appears to be acting for a majority. of the American manufac
turers of window shades and dealers in shade cloths. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Does the Senator from Iowa know that that 
man is an importer? 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Does the Senator know that he is acting 
or not acting for a majority of American manufacturers of 
window shades and dealers in shade cloths? 

Mr. ALDRICH. This statement itself shows that there are 
only two such manufacturers in the United States. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Of window hollands? 
Mr. ALDRICH. Of window hollands; and he certainly is 

not acting for either of those, according to his own statement. 
Now, who are the manufacturers for whom he is acting? He 
says there are only two in this country. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. The manufacturers of window shades and 
dealers in window cloths, I suppose, who are not included 
within the favorable provisions of the amendment which the 
Senator from Rhode Island has just offered. 

Mr. ALDRICH. This gentleman's own statement says that 
there are only two such manufacturers in the United States, 
and yet he says he is acting for a majority. · 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Does he tell the truth about that? 
Mr. ALDRICH. He does not in any way. 
Mr. DOLLIVER. How many manufacturers of this char

acter of goods are there? 
Mr. ALDRICH. I say he does not tell the truth when he 

· says he is acting for a majority of the American shade manu
facturers. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Does he tell the truth when he says there 
are only two manufacturers of those window hollands in the 
United States? 

Mr. ALDRICH. There may be three of them, I think; but 
whether there are three or thirty makes no difference in this 
discussion. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. He does not purport to be acting for the 
manufacturers of window hollands, but he· says he is acting
and this has not been disputed, although it has been sent to 
every Senator here for weeks-he says that he is acting for a 
majority of the American manufacturers of window shades 
and dealers in shade cloths. It may be the American manu
facturers of goods competing with these hollands are disturbed 
in their minds when they find the window-holland people re
ceiving this new protection, when they themselves seem to be 
omitted from the calculation. Nobody can tell what their 
motive might be. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. President, I want to ask the 
Senator from Rhode Island [Mr . .A.LDiuca] again, whether the 
statements made by Mr. Parkhill and his associates in the 
General .Appraiser's office with reference to increased rates 
over the Dingley law, as originally passed, were intended to 
apply to the paragraph which we are now discussing? 

Mr. ALDRICH. They do. 
Mr. SMITH of Michigan. And if they do apply, as a matter 

of fact they are not raising the rates? 
Mr. ALDRICH. That is absolutely true. 
Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I want to say one thing more. I 

received this circular, about which the Senator from Iowa [Mr. 
DOLLIVER) has spoken, from Shipley & Co., but I did not re- · 
ceive it until yesterday morning. I do not know what the 
experience of other Senators may be, but it came to me by mail 
yesterday morning. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. I think I have had it for almost a month. 
Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I did not understand that. 
Mr. ALDRICH. Probably the Senator from Iowa got an 

advance copy. 
Mr. DOLLIVER. I got the copy that was sent. There was no 

concealment about it, and there has been no concealment. 
l\'Ir. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President, just a word in reference 

to the question whether the intention of the law as originally 
passed has been changed or not Until Saturday I had as
sumed, upon the authority of those who had studied this matter, 
that it was quite true that the original intent of the law had 
been modified, or was mutilated-to use the stronger language 
of the Senator from Rhode Island-by these decisions; but on 
Saturday the Senator from Iowa [Mr. DOLLIVER] showed by the 
original notes of Colonel Tichenor, which are in bis possession, 
that the decisions which we have heard so bitterly a£sailed to 
the very limit of language used with reference ·to court de
cisions, not only did not mutilate, but actually restored the 
original intention; and that the original intention which those 
court decisions restored, instead of having been destroyed, was, 
in fact, destroyed by the interpretations and the administration 

of the law under one Hartshorne, who, as I understand-if I am 
wrong I will be corrected-was interested in the linen business. 
So that the law is now administered under these decisions of 
the courts of which so much complaint has been made, but 
which, according to the comparison of those decisions with the 
original notes of Colonel Tichenor, have restored the original 
interpretation of the law. 

That, Mr. President, would seem to be borne out by the state
ment of Mr. Lippitt, made before the House committee, when 
he says, as we all remember, that this law has now run the 
gamut of the courts; that its terms are well defined by judi
cial interpretation, and, with the exception of some minor in
stances, they do not want it changed; that the industry has 
flourished under it. 

My mind was called to that inquiry by the suggestion, which 
seems to be generally accepted-and, to be frank, which I was 
greatly impressed with myself until the Senator from Iowa, on 
Saturday, showed by original documents to the contrary-that 
the original intention was being restored. That remark was 
merely called out by the suggestion of my friend from Michigan 
[l\fr. SMITH]. . 

Mr . .ALDRICH. I am greatly pleased and encouraged to 
think that at, any stage in the discussion of any of these para
graphs the Senator from Indiana has been inclined to be with 
the committee. Of course, he never has retained that opinion 
up to the voting time, but the fact that he has had any question 
or doubt about these matters is an encouraging sign, and I 
think as time progresses he may, perhaps, be able occasionally 
to vote with the committee, 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr:President, I am sorry that my friend 
from Rhode Island, whom personally I very highly esteem, as 
he knows, has made that remark, because it compels me to say 
just one or two words. I think-I know it is true of myself
that every Republican Senator here would greatly prefer to 
vote with the committee. That is the usual course, and all 
Senators prefer to follow the committee when they can. But, 
Mr. President, we can not follow the committee when, upon a 
balance of the arguments and facts, it appears to be wrong to 
the judgment and conscience of any Senator. · When that ap
pears to any Senator, not even the Senator from Rhode Island, 
with his great ability and position, ought to make an appeal 
to a Senator to vote against his judgment or his conscience, 
much less rebuke him. 

Mr. President, I will state to the Senator an instance that I 
now at this moment recall. Where upon the statements at first 
made it appeared to me, and I am sure to others, that the com
mittee amendments were right-one of them was on raisins-the 
statement by one of the members of the committee seemed to 
make a conclusive case. I called attention to the fact that each 
statement of fact as it was made was unanswerable, and that 
all of them made a complete case. Yet the next morning that 
case was torn so completely to pieces that the Senator who 
made the principal statement, and whom I profoundly esteem 
for his industry, ability, and integrity, admitted that they were 
wrong. I wondered how upon that case thus concluded even 
the Senator from Rhode Island could vote for his own amend
ment. 

Another one was carbons. I will not take time now-because 
this is a digression brought out by the suggestion of the Sen
ator from Ilhode Island-but it appeared that a complete case 
had been made, and the capsheaf was put upon that cRse by 
the statement that the rate recommended by the Senate com
mittee amendment had been agreed to both by the producers 
and the consumers. If that were true, certainly no Senator 
would feel justified in voting against such an amendment, 
whether it came from the committee or the humblest Senator 
here; but upon :fifteen minutes' investigation it was found that 
the ·mst majority of the consumers were not represented. So 
when questions of fact like that, as basic and as fundamental, 
have been overturned, then not only are Senators released from 
their inclinatioµ to vote with the committee, but it becomes an 
absolute duty not to vote with the committee. The usual course 
of action in this or any other legislative chamber is always 
controlled by the sum of the facts. 

I wish the Senator had not made the remark. The Senator 
will recall when, in the most earnest good faith, Senators have 
arisen here to ask for some information about a certain com
mittee amendment, the course was pursued almost for weeks of 
answering the requests, not with a full presentation of the facts, 
but rather with something in the nature of a sneer and a re
buke. That is not only not the way to pass a great business 
measure, but it is not the way to treat individual Senators. 
Each one of us upon this floor must concede to the others that 
we are equally in earnest and that we are equally determined 
to do our duty. 

I think that that is all that I will say at this particular 
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moment, except to call attention again to the fact, which the 
Sena.tor from H.hode Island <lid not refer to when I called 
attention to it, that, instead of these decisions mutilating the 
original intention of the Dingley · iaw, the Senator from Iowa 
[l\Ir. DoLLIVER]-and most of the l!"'illlllce Oommittee were 
absent when he did it, although he ca.lloo for them-demcm
strated from the original notes that those decll3ions restored 
the original intention, and that the original intention in fact· 
was destroyed by the administration of one Hartshorne; that 
this maladministration for about six years had been under 
his interpretation and administration; that it was his inter
pretation and administration which the courts overthrew; and · 
it was the original intention of the authors of the law which 
the courts restored. 

1.Ir. LODGE. Mr. President, on that precise point Mr. de 
Vries reversed the ruling of l'rlr. Hartshorne and the court re
versed. Mr. de Vries in the principal ·case, in which it was hcld 
that that .colored fabri<! which the Senator from Utah showed 
here was a countable fabric and cam.e in under th~ count of 
white threads, although it was elaborately colored and em
broidered. A review of that case has just been refused by the 
Supreme Court, and the decision has been made final, which 
entirely overthrows the rulings of Mr. de Vries, which cor
responded. with those of Coloner Tichenor and with the 
original interpretation of the law. That case alone, I was in
formed by counsel who appeared against the Government, in
volved some $500,000. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, at this point and in answer to 
the suggestion made by the Senator from Indiana, if he desires 
to have some information upon this matter--

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I do. 
:Mr. ALDRICH. I want to read from Oolonel Tich~nor's 

own ·statement of the facts. This is a decision of the Board 
of General Appraisers made by Colonel Tieh.~nor himself. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. The Senator will excuse me ·if I call the 
attention of the Senator from Iowa [1\Ir~ DOLLIVER] to that, be
cause this statement was made by the Senator from Iowa, as 
the original notes show. 

1\IrA ALDRICH. I do not care who madB it; I want to show 
what the facts are. 

The board has ·uniformly held that cotton cloth, whether containing 
colored threads in the different forms .of figures,. stripes, cheeks,. 01." 
otherwise, and whether covering much or little of the surface of the 
fabric, were dutiable under the tariff provisions for colored cloths, and 
these decisions accord with the action of the -classifying ·officers of the 
customs at the several ports and the rulings of the Treasury Depart
ment coveting a period of many years and unda- diiferent tariff acts 
containing provisions for cotton .cloths similar to this present act. 

That is as to the precise grades of colored cloth which have 
been here under discussion, and it shows what the opinion of 
Oolonel Tichenor was. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on aireeing 
to the paragraph as amended. 

The paragraph as amended was agreed to. . 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will state the 

next paragraph passed over. 
The SECRETARY. Paragraph 321, page 110. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, the para-

graph as amended will be agreed to. 
Mr. DOLLIVER. What paragraph is that? 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Paragraph 321. 
Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr. President, I think that is the para

graph which contains the provision for the assessment of a 
cent a yard on cloth mercerized. and I desire to offer an amend
ment striking out the last clause, beginning in line 3, page 111, 
the words "on all cotton cloth mercerized or subjected to any 
similar process, 1 cent per square yard." 

Mr. ALDRICH. This paragraph has been agreed to, but I 
have no objection to having it reconsidered. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. When was it agreed to? 
Mr. ALDRICH. I understood it was agreed to just a mo- · 

ment ago. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will regard it as 

open. 
Mr. ALDRICH. I understand that. I was not making ob

jection at all. I was making the suggestion that, if it was 
necessary to reconsider, I would make the motion myself. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr. President, in order to understand that 
paragraph it will be necessary to turn back to paragraph 318 
where this mercerizing process is described, and if Senators in: 
terested in the subject will look at line 11 they will find the 
words: 

The terms bleached, dyed, colored1 stained, mercerized, painted, or 
printed, wherever used in the paragraphs of this schedule, sha1I be 
taken to mean all -cotton ,eloth which has been subjected to any of 
these processes, or which has any bleached, dyed, colored, stained, mer
cerized, painted, or printed thread or threads in any part of the fabric. 

Now, it is proposed to assess 1 cent a yard--
Mr . .ALDRICH. If the Senator will permit me, he may not 

have been. in the Chamber when the committee .offered an 
amendment to the paragraph which the Senator is now dis
cussing, which I think it would be well to have read, perhaps. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. I would be glad to have it read. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will read as 

requ.e:sted. 
The SECRETARY. On page 109, in line 5, a.n amendment has 

already been agreed to after the word .. , counted " and the 
period, to strike out the remainder of the :i;>aragraph and insert: 

In the ascertainment of any and all the particulars or descriptions 
under which the duties, eumulati.ve and other, imposed upon cotton 
doth are made to depend, the entire fabric, and all parts thereof, and 
all the threads of whkh it is composed, shall be included. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Well, Mr. President, I do · not hesitate to 
say that that amendment is in the right direction, but I do not 
think it makes any diilerence in the matter to which I now 
desire to call the attention of the Senate. I am free to say that 
I would hardly claim the attention of the Senate if this addi
tional asses...qn-ent of 1 cent a yard was on mercerized cloth 
alone, but it is not on mereerized cloth alone. The same assess
ment is made on other kinds of cloth, provided they contain 
even a single thread of mercerized yarn. .. 

I showed here on Saturday by reading a letter sent to the 
Committee on Finance by Littauer & Co., who are converters 
of American cotton cloth in New York City, that the cost Qf 
the mercerization of cloth in the United States is less than it 
is in Bradford and in Manchester. Not a word in dispute from 
the committee has been heard in respect to that question. I 
called the attention of the Senate to the fact that the committee 
had failed to lay before the Senate the in.formation which they, 
obtained n. t the expense of the Government by telegraphing to 
everybody in the United States familiar with the cost of mer
cerizing cloth. I ask the committee now to lay that informa
tion before the Senate for what it is worth. 

One of the replies was from the firm A. L. Reid & Co., large 
converters of cotton cloth in the city of New York, giving ex
actly what the cost of mercerizing cloth was and stating that 
it varied from one-eighth of a cent to three-fourths of a cent 
per square yard; and yet upon a process upon which the entire 
cost is less than 1 cent it is proposed to levy an extra duty of 
1 cent. I do not think it is right; I do not think it is fair 
to the .American people. If that were all, I might be conA 
strained to make less noise about. it, but these amendments go 
further. They not only put a cent on every yard of mercer
ized cloth, but on every yard of cloth that contains a single 
mercerized thread in its fabric. 

Mr. LODGE. The Senator does not mean to imply that that 
provision is an amendment reported by the Finance Committee? 

Mr. DOLLIVER. It is an amendment to the Dingley law. 
1\fr. LODGE. But I thought the Senator was ·speaking about 

the provision levying a duty of 1 cent on all cotton doth -0n 
page 111. That is not an amendment of the Senate committee. 

1\Ir. DOLLIVER. I am not talking about that. L say it 
is an amendment to the Dingley law, and I move to strike it 
out for that reason. 

Mr. LODGE. I beg the Senator's pardon. I thought he 
said it was an amendment of the Finance Committee. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. No; it is simply an amendment that was 
foun-d upon due consideration by the members of the Finance 
Committee to be well and truly made; and I am disputing not 
only with the Fina.nee Committee, but I am disputing the wis
dom of an :amendment of the Dingley law in that particular. As 
the House passed it, it would have been comparatively innocu
ous, becaru;e it placed a duty of 1 cent a yard on cotton cl-0th; 
but the Senate Committee on Fina.nee, in the previous para
graph, has enlarged the scope of it and made it applicable, not 
only to a yard of cotton cloth, but to every yard of cloth that 
contains -0ne thread of mercerized yarn. 

On Saturday, I am sorry to say, in the absence of my honored 
friend from Massachusetts, I exhibited to the Senate a piece of 
cotton cloth with a mercerized thread running through it giving 
little lines of gloss to the cloth 1 inch apart. It was a common 
everyday American shirting, made, as I have said, in the United 
States by the millions of yards, for the millions -0f people. They 
put 1 cent a yard upon that doth, not because it was mercerized 
cloth, but because it eontained two yarns of mercerized thread 
in it. 

That cloth was bought in vast quantities Ia.st week of the 
leading manufacturer of Pawtucket, R. I., and a bill accom
panied it in which it appeared that the cloth without that 
mercerized thread in it was worth 8 cents a yard, and with the 
mercerized thread 8! cents a yard. It was not a speculative 
transaction. 
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Mr. ALDRICH. Does the Senator say a mill ·in Rhode 
Island? 

Mr. DOLLIVER. I think so. 
Mr. ALDRICH. I would be glad to know the name of the 

mill. 
Mr. DOLLIVER. My honored friend the Senator from Rhode 

Island would have appeared glorious and beautiful on last 
Saturday, when I exhibited the cloth to the Senate of the United 
States and made myself personally responsible--

Mr. ALDRICH. Did the Senator give the name of the manu
facturer? 

Mr. DOLLIVER. I think I did; and if I did not, and if my 
secretary will produce the sample, I will present it. I am de
lighted to have the Senator's attention. I never felt more hu
miliated in my life than when the -Senator, who has always 
been kindly and well disposed toward me, turned his back on 
the argument for which I had made such elaborate preparation. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I am sorry to have incurred the displeasure 
of the Sena tor from Iowa. . 

Mr. DOLLIVER. While I am waiting, I will say that, of 
course, it was very embarrassing for me to exhibit it once in 
the Senate. It was a common, everyday, cheap kind of a thing 
to do . .But that does not measure my distress when I am com
pelled to bring it in again. I am compelled to do it. 

It was no transaction in air. It was a transaction made a 
week ago by one of the greatest merchants in New York City 
with one of the greatest cotton manufacturing establishments 
in New England, and the proposition. was that these goods, with 

-these mercerized threads, were Si cents a yard. If you want 
the same goods without the mercerized threads, you can have 
them for 8 cents a yard. There is a little thread in there 
which, in the actual course of trade going on in the United 
States to-day, adds one-eighth of a cent, which, by your com
mittee amendment, is treated with a specific assessment of 1 
cent, and those of you who are familiar with the rules of arith
metic, which have suffered so much at the hands of the commit
tee, know that is 800 per cent on this little pi·ocess of merceriz
ing one thread. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Does the Senator mean to say from one
eighth . to 1 cent? 

.Mr. DOLLIVER. I mean to say in that little cotton cloth, 
such as is bought by the millions in the United States, those 
stripes are made by two-ply yarns, ipercerized, and woven into 
that cloth by the loom that wove the cloth itself. This cloth was 
manufactured by the Whitman Mills. It is gray cloth coming 
from the Whitman Mills in the United States. 

.Mr. ALDRICH. Where are they located? 
Mr. DOLLIVER. I think they are located in Rhode Island. 

Where are they located? 
Mr. LODGE. New Bedford. 
Mr. DOLLIVER. That is within a few miles of the residence 

of my honored friend. I have not been one of those who 
blamed the Senator or criticised him because there are cotton 
mills in Rhode Island--

Mr. BEVERIDGE. The point is they were made by American 
mills. . 

Mr. DOLLIVER. They were made by American mills and 
are sold to Americans to-day with only one-eighth of a cent a 
yard difference on account of the presence of these mercerized 
threads. And yet what is proposed by this committee-and I 
have no doubt the Senate will go right along with it. I have 
come to the conclusion that these matters may as well be left 
without debate, although I do not want to leave them without a 
statement. This piece of cloth, -which has had one-eighth of a 
cent added to its cost by reason of the mercerized thread, is 
subjected to the same duty for mercerization as are those mag
nificent white vestings which were exhibited in this Chamber 
by the Senator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. S:MOOT. Mr. President--
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Iowa 

yield to the Senator from Utah? 
l\Ir. DOLLIVER. Certainly. 
Mr. SMOOT. In relation to mercerization, or the number of 

threads that may be ip a square inch or a square yard of cloth, 
it would be absolutely impossible to administer the law if we 
were to count the number of threads. It is just the same as 
with a ·piece of embroidery. · If even an initial is put upon cloth 
it must come in as embroidered cloth. So it is with mercerized 
threads and a piece of cloth. If it is mercerized at all, the only 
way to administer the law practically is not whether there are 
10 threads or 100 threads. Local competition between mills will 
fake care of a piece of cloth that is advanced in value one
eighth of a cent. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. The distinguished Senator from Utah inti
mates there is no way of assessing these goods except specific
ally. I made a fight here on Saturday, a fight in which my 

friend, the Senator from Utah, participated in part, in which I 
undertook to show the folly of having specific duties upon goods 
varying as these goods do in value, a folly so well recognized 
that the con:imittee would not suggest such a thing with refer
ence to woolen cloths, and it never has. done any such thing in 
the history of the Government. And yet he says it is impossible 
so to frame this law that an increase of value of one-eighth of a 
cent should be treated differently from an increase of 12 cerits 
a yard, such as my friend, the Senator from Massachusetts, 
pointed out the other day. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I am sure the Senator wants to be perfectly 
accurate. 

l\Ir. DOLLIVER. I do. I assme the Senator that all I de
sire to do is to get this matter in such shape as to defend it be
fore the community, as I have defended the protective-tariff 
policy in the United States for thirty years. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator says no such rule is applied to 
woolen cloth. The same rule, since 1900, has been applied to 
woolen cloths, by brackets, as to value, always--

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. President, it is impossible from where 
we are to hear the Senators. 

Mr. ALDRICH (continuing). Not as close together as these, 
because these are put close together to avoid undervaluation. 

l\Ir. DOLLIVER. Does the Senator deny that all through the 
woolen schedules the ad valorem appears as the manufacturer's 
protection? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I am not talking about that. We have ap
plied different rates of specific duties as to values. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. What I have been talking about is that 
through the woolen schedule we have 50 per cent ad valorem, 
35 per cent ad valorem, always, where the variety is so great 
as to bafHe anybody's ingenuity to fix dividing lines. 

Mr. AJ.iDRICH. We may have them in the woolen schedule, 
but we have never had them in the cotton schedule, and the de
cision of Colonel Tichenor shows--

Mr. DOLLIVER. My honored friend the Senator from 
Rhode Island certainly has overlooked the fact that in every, 
paragraph of the Dingley cotton _schedule there was, after a 
few specifics upon the lower grades of cloth, a comprehensive 
ad valorem upon cloths of given values. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That is not the question which is now be
fore the Senate. The question now before the Senate, upon the 
proposition of the Senator from Iowa, is that mercerization and 
colors of every kind should not apply here, except-I do not 
know what exception he does want to make; unless there are a 
great many mercerized threads or a great many colored threads 
in the fabric. That is precisely the question which Colonel 
Tichenor decided in the decision· which I have read. Let me 
read it again, because I think the Senator failed to catch the 
import of that decision : 

The board has uniformly held that cotton cloth, whether contain
ing colored threads in the different forms of figures, stripes, checks, or 
otherwise--

He does not say two threads or four threads or a hundred 
threads. The law has been uniformly enforced in this country, 
up to the decisions which I referred to the other day, that any 
colored threads in a piece of cloth made it dutiable as colored 
cloth, and there is no other possible way to administer these 
laws practically. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. As I said before, the Dinglqy Jaw, after a 
few specifics upon cheap goods, included all the rest of the 
cloths in ad valorems rising from 25 to over 40 per cent. 

Mr. ALDRICH. But the Dingley law in some cases made 
specific duties on goods at 20 cents a yard, and those goods 
the Senator says are worth only 8 cents. They would come in 
under the Ding~ey law under specific duties as well as under the 
amendment which we have adopted. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. So that if processes of painting or dyeing 
or mercerizing add anything to the value of the goods, if we 
had not struck those ad valorems out, that additional value 
would have been caught by the ad valorem and reported at 
the custom-house with absolute accuracy. 

Mr. ALDRICH. But the specific rates did cover the piece 
of cloth which the Senator holds in his hands, and as demon
strated by Colonel Tichenor and everybody else, if they contain 
one colored thread, they would pay the rate of duty on colored 
cloth. The decision made the other day nuUHied that and per
mitted the importers to bring into this country articles of the 
kind suggested. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. I am not talking about colored goods. 
Mr. ALDRICH. The same rule applies to mercerizatiou. 
Mr. DOLLIVER. I do not so understand it. 
Mr. ALDRICH. The same rule applies to both under this 

law and under this bill, and we do not seek to establi h any 
different method by this bill. By the way, the Senator must 
remember that this is not a committee amendm~nt. The pro-
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visions which he proposes to change are provisions of the 
.House bill. · -The provision of the House· bill said 1° cent a yard 
on merceriZed cloth, and it takes 1 cent a yard ori mercerized 
thread by reason of · the amendment. 

It was 1 cent on all mercerized threads, by the similarity, 
under all the _laws which we have had until reversed by the 
case stated here the other day, which allowed the importer to 
bring in goods that were clearly colored goods af the rate of 
gray goods; and that is what the Senator's rule would make 
possible in this case. You would have goods imported with 
mercerized threads all through them, with a superimposed mer
cerized thread; we would go back to that condition of affairs 
where importers might bring to this counh·y goods with a wa1·p 
and filling thread gray and all the rest of the threads mercer
ized. That would be the effect of the suggestion made by the 
Senator from Iowa. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Whenever the Senator gets · into those de
cisions,- I feel the pressure of the .fog and the darkness that 
settles down over every man's mind who hears him. I do not 
intend to follow him any further. I went into those decisions 
Saturday, and stayed in the dust and fog that had accumulated 
there until I was out of breath. I do not intend to go back 
to .it. I know exactly the effect of every ane of those decisions. 
They do not th.row any light on this situation. I am going to 
ask the Senator from Rhode Island to th.row some. He is a 
fair man; he wants to help everybody to come to a right con
clusion. He does not deny what I say about this sample. 

Mr. ALDRICH. About this sample, if the Senator wants my 
opinion about it--

1\Ir. DOLLIV·ER. Yes. . 
Mr. ALDRICH. If it shows anything at all, it shows that the 

manufacturers in the United States can compete on that kind 
of goods with anybody in the world. But the sample does not 
affect another thing. If the Senator has his way, if that cloth 
contained 99 mercerized th.reads, superimposed, and only 1 
thread that was not mercerized in the warp and filling, then it 
would be imported into the United States without any addi
tional duty for mercerization. 
. l\Ir. DOLLIVER. If I had bad my way on Saturday, every 
additional cent added to the value of this cloth, whether by 
mercerization or any other process, would have been hospit~bly 
received into the ad valorem rate provided for this grade of 
goods by Governor Dingley's provisions. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It is rather late, I think, for the Senator 
from Iowa, or any other Senator who believes at all in the pro
tective-tariff idea, to say that ad valorem rates should ever be 
·used when specific rates can be used. The Senator from Iowa 
knows, if he knows anything, that ad valorem rates have been 
the basis of the grossest undervaluations by which-- -

Mr. DOLLIVER. They are not the basis of the undervalua
tion of sugar and silk, however. 

l\fr. ALDRICH. Sugar and silk are specific. Sugar is 
~~k -

Mr. DOLLIVER. Was the Treasury ever robbed anywhere 
as much as it has been on those specific assessments on silk and 
sugar? · · 

l\Ir. ALDRICH. We had an ad valorem rate on silk always. 
Mr. DOLLIVER. Not always; some parts of it. 
l\Ir. ALDRICH. Yes. Recently we have had some specifics 

on some . . But until recently they were on all. I do not mean 
to say that specific rates prevent frauds of other kinds. Does 
the Senator think that the weighing frauds are either stopped 
or facilitated by either specific or ad valorem duties? I am 
talking about the principle which underlies every protective 
tariff, that duties should always be specific when they can be 
and never ad valorem, and in the statement which I made on 
Friday night I showed conclusively how the Treasury of the 
United States had been depleted, to use a very mild term, by 
this system of ad valorem rates, and I beg the Senate not to 
return to it. 

i\1r. DOLLIVER. There is no danger in the world of the 
Senate returning to them. The Senate is in a frame of mind 
in which it is not likely to turn very far away from what the 
Senator from Rhode Island suggests. So I do not want him to 
misinterpret my enthusiasm. I think I know something about 
the value of ad valorems in a protective-tariff law. I learned 
from Governor Dingley that ad valorems were vei~y useful 
where the value could be ascertained, and where there was a 
large range of -values settled with reasonable accuracy the ad 
valorem was an ideal way of catching all stag'as of value. .J 
learned also that specifics were of no account unless you could 
get an equivalent ad valorem. -The French Government spent 
five years doing for that nation wh_at Judge de Vries has spent 
six weeks trying to do for the Senate of the United States. 
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The French Government standardized these values at all the 
ports of France, so that" when they named a specific 1t would 
represent a well-ascertained equivalent ad valorem. But I am 
not going to discuss that. 

I am going to- ask the Senator· a question. It is, whether -he 
thinks it is right, seeing the general character of that shirt 
goods, to assess 1 cent to protect the manufacturers of it against 
foreign competition, when the total difference in the price of th~ 
article mercerized and not mercerized is only one-eighth of a 
cent a yard? l)l other words, does he want us to shut our eyes 
and deliberately vote a protection on this process of 800 per 
cent? -

l\fr. ALDRICH. I will answer that question very frankly. 
If this provision as to mercerization applied only to that · piece 
of cloth which the Senator has exhibited · here, then I :would 
answer no. I would not do it. But that is a very unusual case. 
Certain cases can be suggested in any class of articles which 
bear a specific rate of duty. I will say to the Senator that not 
1 per cent, not one-tenth of r per cent of the goods mercerized 
that come into the United States would be covered by articles 
such as he has suggested. Of course, that could never be im
ported under the provisions of this act; and the provisions of 
every act which has been passed from 1861 down to the present 
time would do the same thing with regard to colored and 
bleached goods as we are now proposing to do as to mercerized 
goods. It would be simply impossible for this committee or 
anybody else--the French Government or anybody-to have a 

.scale of _specific duties on mercerized goods that would commence 
with 1 thread in the article, and then for 2 threads and then 
for 3 threads and up to 100 or 300 threads. 

Every Member of the Senate can see, as a matter of fact and 
as a matter of administration, it is simply absurd and impos
sible that we should have such a tariff with regard to mercer
ized goo"ds. It would be as long as this whole bill if we under
took to provide for one single thread, two threads, and three 
threads ; and if we did the same thing in regard to colored 
goods-bleached goods- this bill would be interminable. You 
have to apply a rule, a rule which in its main effects and its 
main provisions is just and equitable. If it levies specific 
duties, as I said last Friday night, there will be high and low 
points in it. You would show a high rate of equivalent ad 
valorem at one point and a low rate at another. Goods are not 
imported at these high rates. A cloth of that kind [indicating] 
could not be imported, and there would be no reason for im-
porting it. -

l\fr. DOLLIVER. It can not be imp_orted now. 
l\Ir. ALDRICH. I presume not. I presume the Senator is 

right about that. It is covered .by sufficient duty now to keep 
it out; but that is not the kind of cloth for which we are 
legislating. 

l\lr. DOLLIVER. Does the Senator see anything peculiar 
about that cloth? - · . 

Mr. ALDRICH. It is a common piece of cloth. 
l\Ir. DOLLIVER. Exactly. 
l\fr. ALDRICH. And the common cloths that are made in 

the ·United States are sufficiently· covered, as I have stated over 
and over again, by the law as it now stands. These are not 
the cloths we are talking about. · They are not the kind of cloth 
we are providing for. It is an entirely different class of fabrk. 
The Senator can find some man in the United States on every 
one of these specific duties who could show enormous rates. 
That is a simple thing to do. As I stated the other night, it is 
impossible in a specific duty not to find some article or some 
fabric covered by it that will show a high equivalent ad 
valorem. 

But that is not what we are he.re interested in. We want 
to take the average of these fabrics. I desire that these 
mercerized goods, which are -as fine as silk and as valuable · as 
silk, shall . be so treated that they will be manufactured in the 
United States, and not only one piece, like the sample which 
the Senator has produced., but all these -valuable and artistic 
cloths which are now imported. I want the manufacturers 
of the United States to have the American ma-rket; and I wlH 
say to the Senator from Iowa (hat the cost to the American 
consumers will not be increased one mill. If I had time to go 
into the ·matter, I would be able to show that goods imported 
at a valuation of 20 cents a yard are sold at from 80 cents to 
$1 per yard ordinarily. 

No; the Senator from Iowa is mistaken with respect to what 
the committee is frying to do. We are not legislating. for tlie 
benefit of some man who makes that class of goods, or some 
man who might make .a little higher class of goods. We are 
legislating for the American workingman and for the American 
manufacturer, against a class of goods that are now imported 
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~nd wben the American market is now in foreign llands. We 
desire to ha ·rn that business transferred _to the shores of the 
United States. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. May I ask the Senator a question? 
Mr. ALDRICH. Certainly. 
.!.\Ir. BEVERIDGE.· The Senator says the goods are now im

ported. I understand both Senators to agree that that particu
lar piece is made here almost exclusively. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator could not have heard me at all. 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. Yes, I did; I paid very close attention. 

Are there not ~my of these kinds of Cloth made here now"! 
Mr. ALDRICH. There are a few of the lower grades made 

here, of course. I say the specific rates, which run up to 20 
.cents a yard--

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Would the ·Senator shut out importations 
.altogether? Does he not think they are a good thing as regu
lators of prices? Would he exclude them? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Of course not. I am not suggesting any
thing <Of that kind. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. That is what the Senator's statement 
was. 

Mr. ALDRICH. On goods worth 25 cents a yard, the Sen
ator can. see, by a mathematical computation, that a cent a 
yard is only one-fourth of a cent. Does the Senator think that 
.duty would keep out th-0se articles? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. The Senator's exact words, perhaps spoken 
inconsiderately in the heat of debate, were that he wanted to 
see all these goods made here which are now imported. I won
dered if he meant by that that he wanted a prohibitory tariff on 
certain things. . 

Mr. ALDRICH. What I meant was that I wanted all classes 
of cotton goods to be made in the United States. l: certainly 
d-0 not desire to have a prohibitory tariff -on anything. I have 
never advocated a prohibitory tariff. 

.Mr. BEVERIDGE. If that were true, keeping in mind what 
the Senator from Utah [Mr . .SMOOT] said a moment ago, of 
course if it was not for the domestic competition the effect of
that duty would be to raise the prices, but he said local c-0mpeti
tion would take care of it. Assuming that to ·be -true, what 
would become of that local competition if the rates were so 
high that within thirty days from the passage <Qf this bill there 
should be a great combination formed covering all these cloths 
.we are talking about? Such a thing has happened before. 

.Mr. ALDRICH. It seems to me there are some Senators who 
are without imagination at all. I do not think the Senator from 
Indiana belongs to that ctitss, because I think he has an in
flated imagination. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I am not so sure it is imagination, by any 
manner of means. Unless the Senator promises it, I will not 
go any further concerning this combination than merely the 
question I put. The Senator can can that imagination, and we 
will see in the course of a .few .months whether it is true or not. 
We have proof that it may occur from the fact that in many 
instances it has occurred under simHar circumstances. 

l\fr. ALDRICH. There is no industry that .is so widely di
versified, in the Southe1-n States and in the Northern States 
where the industry exists at all, as the manufacture of cotton 
goods. 

l\Ir. BEVERIDGE. Of this variety? 
Mr. ALDRICH. ·Of all varieties. 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. I know, but I ask the Senator whether 

theTe has been very much mercerized cotton cloth made in the 
South. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It can be made fo the South as well as in 
the North. There are no lines of latitude or longitude and no 
sectional lines applying to the mercerization of cotton goods. 

:Air. BEVERIDGE. I will ask the Senator this question
whether the most of the manufacturing_ in the South is not of 
the common cotton cloths and whether he has raised in any 
way the tariff on one of them? 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator evidently did not pay any 
attention to the remarks I delivered a few nights ago. 

Mr. BEYERIDGE. I did. 
1\Ir. ALDRICH. I then stated that the Senator from Georgia, 

who is now giving me his attention, had brought to my atten
tion ·a letter saying that in an establishment in the Senator's 
'QWil city they had expended n million dollars in manufacturing 
the fine cotton yarns, mercerized. Nobody can mak-e fine cotton 
·yarns in these days without mereerization. The South js sure 
to manufacture this cloth; there is no question about that at 
all; and the reason that the South is not to-day manufacturing 
a great portion 'Of these fine cotton 'Cloths is because 1hey have 
not yet developed the industry to that extent. _ 

There is nothing in the southern eondition which 'keeps them 
in the manufacture of the common goods, and I desire by this 
;very amendment to put them in a p_osition to compete with 

th~ cotton manufacturers of the world, not alone in common 
cotton, of which they now have a monopoly, but in all these 
finer forms. I want to see them making these very goods, and 
it is giving them the protection which they need for that 
manufacture. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. So, it turns out as the residuum of 
the Senator's statement that, as a matter of fact, excepting 
a negligible quantify, the particular goods about which we are 
talking are not at present made in ·the South, but may be in 
thefutu~ , 

Mr. ALDRICH. I do not know what the Senator means by 
a "n·egligible quantity." · 

l\fr. BEVERIDGE. The Senator knows particularly the case. 
He said " may be." . 

:Mr. ALDRICH. I presume there are very few, if any, mills 
in the North valued at a milli.on dollars that manufactu're these 
fine cotton yarns. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. The Senator said I certainly had not 
listened to his words the other night. I listened with the 
keenest attention to his passionate appeal-and it was a l)as
siona te appeal, and one which was eloquent-but I also observed 
that in that appeal he said that these common cotton cloths were 
made in the South; that they were exported to the Orient, and 
that .it made a market for them now, but that the Orient was 
itself going to come into competition with them some tiD?-e or _other. 
Therefore he appealed to the South against the coming danger. 
I did not want to interrupt the Senator at that moment, or I 
would have asked him whether in this bill there is a single pro
vision increasing the duties on these kinds of goods becau~e, as 
you have said, of that coming invasion. I listened to the Sena
tor's statement. But he was bound, as a matter of logic, to pro
pose an increase of duties to presei·ve the South from that peril, 
yet he niakes no increase in such goods. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator could not have listened to me, 
but if he did, .he heard me say that in my judgment-and I de
sire to reiterate the statement-the competition which this 
country will receive from Japan and from Japanese· manufac
turers will be along the lines of these very articles. Such _are 
the ·artistic tastes of the Japanese in all matters pertaining to 
decoration and articles of decoration in the use of coloTs that 
they have .exceeded all the nations of the Orient. They are now 
competing in crockery in China, and in various other articles 
along the . same line of these finely decorated colored cotton 
cloths. I said, or I meant to say, and I think if the Senator 
will read my remarks he will find I did say that competition 
from the Orient will be exactly along the line of the amendment 
which the committee suggested to this House provision with 
regard to mercerization. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. So it all comes down to this in this par
ticular instance. It is another example, of which there arn 
several other instances in this bill of a tariff on futures in order 
to meet expectations. The · Senator bas not read Dickens's 
" G.reat Ex_pectations." . 

Mr. ALDRICH. No man can sit in this Chamber and legis
late for this great and growing country without legislating for 
the future. We do not apply the legislation to past conditions 
in legislating for this country.· It is for the future that we are 
legislating, for the manufacturing industries of the future rather 
than those of a past age and past tjme. 

l\fr. BACON. ?!Ir. President_, will the Senator from Iowa 
pardon me for a moment? 

1\1r. DOLLIVER. Certainly. 
l\Ir. BACON. The Senator from Rhode !~land alluded, both 

to-day and in the speech made by him the other night, to the 
letter which I handed him on the subject of a part of the cot
ton schedule. It is true, as stated by the Senator from Rhode 
Island, that I handed him a. letter written by Mr. Walter Han
son who was then in charge of one of the largest textile indus
trie's in my State, having 8 or 10 factories. He was an able and 
a most estimable gentleman, enjoying the full confidence of a.11, 
.and his statements are entitled to great weight. He wrote that 
letter and went on to New York in apparent health, and, very, 
unexpectedly to all, died there two or three days later. 

It is proper for me to say, so that I may not be misunder
stood in regard to the matter, that I do not know what the 
letter contains, fmther than the subject to which it relates. The 
gentleman was here on other business, and I accompanied him 
to the White House and introduced him to the Pr~sident, before 
whom he wished to lay a matter altogether foreign to the tar· 
ill. While he was here he .endeavored to explain to me a fea
ture in the pending bill which, in his judgment, would work in
justice to the manufacturers of .the higher class of cotton goods. 
It, howev _., involved some technical matters whicb I did not 
understand. I ·suggested to him that, on account of this tech· 
nical feature, it would be better for him to appeal to headquar· 
ters, and I told him that if he would write a letter to the Sena· 
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tor from Rhode Island I would take pleasure in personally 
hap.ding it to him, which he did. 

If I may further trespas upon the time of the Senator from 
Io,Ta, who has the floor, I will say a word in regard to the 
interest we ha>e in textile manufactures in the South. As I 
ham previously stated in the progress of this debate, I am 
deeply interested in the cotton-manufacturing industry in 
Georgia. It is a great and a growing indush·y, and its output 
is very large. It is true that much the larger portion of these 
goods is the coarse grade, including largely yarns, and I do not 
understand that these classes of goods receive any special 
fayors in this bill. There are, however, a .number of textile 
industries ill Georgia and elsewhere in the South which are 
engaged in higher classes of manufacture. Whether their 
products embrace the finer mercerized goods I am not able to 
state. I do k11ow that they make cloths of superior quality 
that are used for summer clothing, and so forth, for men, and 
that they make towels and many other things of that kind. · 

I myself am not impressed with the suggestion of the Senator 
from Rhode Island as to the importance of raising any of these 
duties so far as concerns the interests of the cotton manufacturer. 
The bill as it came from the House, as it relates to the cotton 
schedule, is practically the same as in the Dingley law, and the 
Dingley law is practically the- same in this particular as the 
Wilson law. Cotton manufacturing has largely developed and 
prospered under the existing law. I rose, however, only to 
make the statement relative to the letter written to the Senator 
from Rhode Island by Mr. Hanson, to which he has made 
allusion. 

.I want, nevertheless, to allude to another thing, of which I 
have made mention in a speech which I made in the Senate 
some time ago, and that is the importance and magnitude of 
the cotton industry and other manufacturing industries of the 
South and their relation to the agricultural interest. In my 
State manufactures are larger in money product than in any 
other Southern State, all mechanical industries combined being 
taken into the calculation. .Much the larger interest in our 
section, however, is the agricultural interest. This agricultural 
industry can not receiye any direct benefit from the high tariff. 
My opinion is that in fixing these rates regard should not only 
be had for manufacturing interests, but proper regard should 
also be had to the large ::igricultural interest, which has upon 
it the great burden of the protective tariff and which of itself 
can not receive any direct benefit from it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. l\lr. President, I should like to say just a 
few words, with the consent of the Senator from Iowa. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. I desire to put a letter into the RECORD, and 
I will do it now. It will bother the Senator less if I conclude 
my remarks. 

I may, by the want of time, although not by the want of 
purpose and labor, have been led astray about some of these 
cotton goods. There are some things that you can find out 
from the statistics. There are other things that ypu have to go 
to merchants if you desire to find out. If I have correctly under
stood the testimony of the merchants, there is no likelihood 
that the general use of mercerized cotton cloths-I mean cloths 
entirely mercerized-will take place in this world. The proba
bility and the tendency is to ornament fabrics, made beautiful 
by other means, with rnercerization in the form of spots or dots 
or lines or geometrical figures of one kind and another, so as to 
gi'rn an attractive appearance to_ the cloths that have not been 
subjected to the operation of mercerization. An examination of 
the dry goods stores in this town shows it is correct that the 
great bulk of the imported and homemade mercerized goods are 
not mercerized in whole, or, at least, the finer processes of 
mercerization are not applied to them, but they are mercerized 
in very small part, representing here a line and there a line, 
adding an attractive ornamentation to the surface of fabrics 
ah'eady sufficiently beautiful for most people. 

I am glad to say that these goods of the highest artistic 
value are made better in New England than anywhere else in 
the world. I disavow this statement, made by my distinguished 
friend the Senator from Utah [l\lr. SMOOT], that New ~"ngland 
is behind France, Germany, or England in the manufacture of 
high-class cotton goods. 

The mills of New Bedford and Fall River lead the world. I 
have had an opportunity to commune with the inventors who 
made the machinery that enabled them to lead the world. That 
machinery is now being exported to the factories of England 
and France and Germany to bring them up to our date. 

l\Ir. SMOOT. l\lr. President--
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Iowa 

yield to the Senator from Utah? 
Mr. DOLLIVER. Certainly. 

Mr. S.i\!OOT. I simply want to say to the Senator that as 
far as novelties are concerned in fine cotton the statement that 
I made was received from a number of New England manu
facturers. 

.l\fr. BRISTOW. .l\fr. President--
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Iowa 

yield to the Sena tor from Kansas? 
l\Ir. DOLLIVER. Certainly. 
Mr. BRISTOW. I can not hear what is going on. 

· l\fr. DOLLIVER. Can not my friend hear me? 
Mr. BRISTOW. I can occasionally, but most of the time the 

questions that are passed back and forward we can not hear. 
l\Ir. DOLLIVER. I have a Yery dear friend sitting near me 

who claims that he has to go out because he can not stand the 
noise. [Laughter.] · 

Mr. BRISTOW. I wish to say that my criticism was not 
directed to the Senator from Iowa, but to those who answer 
questions. 

l\Ir. DOLLIVER. If my friend from Utah had only the in
formation which he has just communicated to the Senate, it 
was, it seems to me, a rather small basis upon which to lay 
foundation for his argument in respect to this cotton schedule, 
for the burden of his remarks was that we had to protect more 
highly than heretofore these fine goods; otherwise we would 
consent to the permanent division of the world's cotton market 
between us and the European manufacturers, we occupying the 
lower levels and willingly consenting that they should occupy 
the high. 

But I do not desire to allude to this phase of the matter any 
further. I will put into the RECORD certain documents, having 
first asked the Committee on Finance what has become of the 
answers to telegrams sent out by the chairman of the Board of 
Appraisers asking the men who are familiar with the costs of 
the process of mercerization to send in a statement of what 
their expenses of mercerizing cloth at "this time actually are. 
Failing an answer to that question, I intend now to put in the 
RECORD copies of telegrams received by the committee, but not, 
so far as I know, heretofore laid before the Senate in respect to 
the cost of mercerization. 

I desire, first, to lay before the Senate, for the purpose of 
printing it in the RECORD, a telegram, accompanied by a formal 
letter from Ludwig Littauer, of 109 Greene street, New York, 
in answer to a telegram sent him by Chairman de Vries. the 
answer being sent in care of the Finance Committee, he showing 
that the foreign cost of mercerization is substantially less in the 
chief centers of mercerization in England than it is in Rhode 
Island or Massachusetts. 

l\Ir. ALDRICH. Will the Senator be kind enough to put into 
the RECORD, in connection with these statements, the vocation of 
those ge:atlemen? 

Mr. DOLLIVER. I do not think I ought to be called upon to 
do that. 

.l\Ir. ALDRICH. Possibly not. 
Mr. DOLLIVER. Their vocation was sufficiently respectable 

to warrant l\Ir. de Vries, under direction of the Finance Com
mittee, to ask them for information to guide the Senate com
mittee in this matter after they had already put the provision 
in the bill. 

l\Ir. BEVERIDGE. l\1r. President--
'l'he PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Iowa 

yield to the Senator from Indiana? 
l\lr. DOLLIVER. Certainly. 
l\Ir. BEVERIDGE. Is there anything so reprehensible about 

their vocation as to affect the credibility of their testimony or 
their veracity as men? 

l\Ir. DOLLIVER. · I do not know about that. 
l\Ir. ALDRICH. That question has been raised in the Senate 

a number of times. I have never assumed that these importers 
were not respectable men. I have never said anything that 
could possibly qe construed as an impeachment of their respect
ability, but I do say that in constructing a tariff bill that affects 
every person in the United States we ought to receive their 
testimony, when their interests are altogether on the other side 
of that question, with some degree of doubt. 

l\Ir. DOLLIVER. While the Senator from Rhode Island is on 
his feet, I will ask him what became of the other answers? 
Did Mr. de Vries not telegraph to some good Americans who 
could be believed about these matters? 

1\fr. ALDRICH. I know nothing about the circumstances to 
which the Senator alludes. l\Ir. de Vries and no one else could 
have had this information for the committee except in a gen
eral way. The gentlemen who are here as experts are getting 
together for the committee all the information which they can 
with reference to eyery item in the bill. 
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l\:f r. DOLLIVER. Mr. President, of course if the witnesses 
are disreputable--

Mr. ALDRICH. I did not say that. 

of ti:us day's proceedings ·of the Senate other telegrams that they 
got m reply to letters for information on this question. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. They can not impeach their own wit
ness, according to the rules of evidence. Mr. DOLLIVER. If they have lead evil lives in the com

munity where they reside, I would hesitate to bring them here 
to testify. But they are not my witnesses. This Mr. Lit
ta uer says: 

Mr. DOLLIVER. I also desire to put into the RECORD the 
reply of A. L. Reid & Co., merchants of New York, sent in 
reply to a telegram from Hon. J!Ia.rion de Vries, care of Senate 

In reply to your telegram--- Finance Committee, stating their experience in mercerizing 
And he directs it to Hon. Marion de Vries, .care of the Sen- cloths in the United States, in which they ay that the cost is 

ate. Finance Committee. If they are bad men, unfit to be less than 1 cent; that it is three-fourths of a cent and five
believed and unfit to be brought into the association of the eighths of a cent. 
Senate, it is not my fault. I intend all the same to put-- Mr. ALDRICH. Did the Senator give the name of that 

Ur. BEVERIDGE. Will the Senator permit me? gentleman? 
Mr. LODGE. wm the Senator kindly read the reply as to Mr. DOLLIVER. A. L. Reid & Co.-bad men, I have no 

what the rates are for meTcerization? doubt, and yet men called on by the general appraiser to fur-
Mr. DEVERIDGE. Just a moment. nish the committee wi.th information on t~s subject. . 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Iowa 1 Mr. CLAY. There is one feature of this matter ~hich I do 

yield to the Senator from Indiana? not exactly understand. I understand that the Dmgley rate 
Mr. DOLLIVER. Certainly. on the cott?n schedule and the Wilson rate are p1:actically. the 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. The last statement of the Senator from s~me runn~g the two laws through; that there is very llttl_e 

Rhode Island is a very fair statement. It was much fairer d.ifferen~e m them, the cotton schedule, as a gei;ieral :prop? i
than his first imputation in the question "What is the vocation f tion, bemg the low~st general schedule of. our tariff leg1slat10n. 
of these men," the inference being left ~n our minds that their As I und~rstan~ it, paragraph 321 pwy1des a rate on all ~ot
vocation is something which discredited their testimony. The ton cloths m which other than the ordinary warp and filhng 
second one was a fair one. The first was not fair. The first threads are u ed to form. a figure or fancy effect, . whether 
one courts suspicion as taking into consideration the interest of known as lappets or otherwise, 1 cent per square yard if valued 
those who have testified. at not more than 7 cents per square yard, and 2 cents per square 

So we have it down to a fair basis. Here is a statement of ya.rd valued :i-t more .than 7 cents per square yard. That, as I 
f~cts. It is not a statement of opinion, but a statement of facts. understand, is the Dm~ley law. Am I correct? 
Now, the question is whether the mere fact that a business man l\fr. ALDRICH. I.t is. . 
in the course of his business has imported some of these O'oods Mr. CLAY. That is the Drngley law. Now, what was added 
is sufficient to destroy his statement of fact. That might be ~o that paragr~ph and paragrap~ No. 313 in the Dingley law, 
determined by asking the Senator from Rhode Island himself m my recollection, are the foUowmg words: 
whether that first statement of fact and that first telegram is On all cotton cloth mercerized or subj(i!cted to nny similar process, 1 
not the b·uth. cent per square yard. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I have not heard it. Mr. ALDRICH. That is right. 
Mr. DOLLIVER. M.r. President-- l\Ir. DOLLIVER. Yes. 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. That mercerized goods can be made Mr. CLAY. That amendment has been reported by the 

cheaper here than they can abroad. Finance Committee. 
~Ir. DOLLIVER. The witness not being sent for by me, but Mr. DOLLIVER .. Yes. . . . 

berng summoned by the committee, under the old rule of com- Mr. _CLAY. I thm~ I under tand it, but this question pre-
mon law of evidence, with which I was at one time familiar, sents itself to my mmd: I have a~ways understood th~t no 
I think I will not allow the members of the committee to fur- cla ses of cotton goods were mercerized made out of ordmary 
theT impeach his credibility, but will content myself by read- cotton. . 
ing what he says: Mr. DOLLIVER. That is not correct. 

DE VRIES, Esq. 
MAY 3, 1_909. 

Oat·e Finance Oommittee, Washington, D. O.: 
Foreign mercerizing, to 80's, 4d.-
And if you will bear in mind to multiply that by 2 it gives 

you the commercial approximate of our own money, 8 cents-
to ~20's, 6d. ; to 130's, 7d. ; to 140's, 8d. ; to 150's, 9~ ; to 180's, 11i ; to 
200 s, 13d. a pound. Domestic, to 80's, 6 cents per pouncl-

As against 8-
balance proportionately. 

LUDWIG LITTAUER, 
109 Greene 8treet, New York. 

That is the telegram. Now, here is the letter, following 
shortly a.f-terwards : 
MARION DE VRIES, Esq., 

Finance Committee, Washington, D. 0. 

:Mr. CLAY. I have understood that this process was simply 
applied to cotton goods made out of long-staple cotton. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Oh, no. 
Mr. CLAY. To a large extent, to say the least of it. 
Mr. DOLLIVER. That is an error. 
Mr. ALDRICH. To some e:i'ient. 
Mr. CLAY. I haTe misunderstood it, then, if that is true. 

There is on,e other question. I have understood that this 
proce s was simply applied to goods of the finest character. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That is right. 
Mr. CLAY. And made out of tbe finest class of cotton, mo tly 

Egyptian cotton and long-staple cotton. That has been my 
understanding. 

Mr. SMOOT. That is absolutely correct. 
l\lr. CLAY. I should like to ask the Senator this question: 

DEAR Sm : In reply to your telegram, we 
May 3, as follows-

I see it says on all cotton cloth mercerized or ubjected to any 
similar process, 1 cent per square yard. That feature was not 
in the Dingley law. Then I want to ask the Senator how much 

telegraphed to you on it co ts per square yard 'to mercerize cloth and if there a.re 
different grades of merceri.zation, or does it cost the a.me 
amount per square yard on all classes of good ? Then follows the telegram which I have just read-

~nd beg to herewith confirm prices quoted for cost of mercerizing yarns 
lil En.gland, as follows: All numbers up to 80's/2, 4d. per pound-

That is 8 cents. 
Then follows the exact statement, e~cept that it carries out 

the proportion, and adds : 
The dome tic mercerizing is done at 5 and 6 cents per pound up to 

80's/2, and iiner sizes proportionately higher. We know that the prices 
for mercerizing in this country are considerably lower than abroad 
The great quantities of yarns used are below No. 120/2; numbers 
finer than 120's/2 are used in very small quantities. 

There is the te timony of a man who, whatever his character 
is, i_s getting mercerization done in Rhode Island and in Brad
ford and Manchester, and he states with a reasonable degree of 
accuracy what he is paying for it. Of course he may be in some 
occupation that totally undermines his moral character, but if : 
he is, the Finance Committee ought to have scented that in- . 
firmity ,before it brought him here as a witness; and if they 
desire to impeach him, I call upon them to put into the RECORD 

Mr. DOLLIVER. I will try briefly to an wer both questions. 
The special asses ment for mercerization was not in the Dingley 
law, because at that time the process was not well introduced 
in a commercial sense. . It wa the opinion of the committee 
that a slight increase in the ad valorem on the higher classes 
of cotton cloths would enable a sufficient a essment to be made 
by reason of the improved proce es, whatever they might be. 
So the only change made by the Dingley law in the Wilson law 
was to increase the ad valorems in the higher countable para
graphs and to add to the Wilson countable paragraphs another 
applicable to cloths containing more than 300 threads to the 
square inch. The result of that was and has been that what
ever value is added to the e threads by virtue of the proce s of 
mercerization i immediately reported equitably at the custom
house by the ad valorem rates which apply to its importation 
as this mercel'ization is applied generally to cloths of more tha~ 
ordinary and common Yalue. o under the Dingley law the 
process of mercerization was caught by the Dingley ad valorem 
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and by the Senate committee's specifics, rising as the yalue of 
the cloth increases. For instance, the honorable Senator from 
lUa sachrisetts [Mr. LoDaE], in the very able and interesting 
speech which he made on last Friday, showed a piece of goods 
which he claimed had had 12 cents a yard added to its Yalue 
by careful mercerization. If that is so, and I will not dispute 
it, that piece of goods falls in the paragraph assessing 35 per 
cent upon its yalue. Thirty-fi"rn per cent assessed upon 12 is 4 
cents and two-tenths. 

Therefore the Dingley tariff law ga-ve to this mercerizing 
process an assessment equiyalent to a specific of 4.2 cents a 
yard, without saying a word about anything extra; but this com
mittee has struck out ·these ad valorem·s that thus equitably dis
posed of the higher processes of manufacture, and made all the 
dutiea specific, with close dividing lines based on value. So, 
in addition to the specific duties that they have assessed on that 
particular cloth, they propose to assess an additional cent if 
the cloth is mercerized, and an additional cent on the cloth if 
any part of it is mercerized, even down to a single point or dot 
or a single running thread. That is what I am complaining 

· about. 
Mr. :M:cCu~IBER. l\Iay I ask the Senator a question right 

there? 
.Mr. DOLLIVER. Certainly. 
l\fr. l\IcCUMBER. If I understand the Senator correctly, he 

states that the cost on the particular article which he exhibited, 
by reason of the use of the few mercerized threads, added about 
one-eighth of a cent a yard. 

1\Ir. DOLLIVER. That is what the manufacturer says. 
l\1r. l\IcCUMBER. That, of course, would be about 800 per 

cent higher than under the old Dingley rates. If that is true, 
if the mercerization under the law as now proposed adds 12 
cents a yard to the value, then it is 1,200 per cent too low if the 
other is 00 p~r cent too high. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Very well 
Mr. l\fcCUl\IBER. I am just trying to see if I can get cor

rectly the Senator's position. Would he dispense entirely with 
a .specific and take an ad valorem on mercerized goods? The 
ad yaJorem takes up the higher values on anything that is mer
cerized. I do not call the character of goods which the Senator 
exhibited high-class goods, for I do not suppose they are .worth 
more than a few cents a yard. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Eight and one-half cents. 
l\Ir. hlcCUUBER. .And mercerizing adds but very little; but 

if it would add, we will say, a cent a pound-which I do not 
assume that it will add in the matter of the selling price-for 
the usual article it would add about 3 cents on $1.50. It 
would not be any great amount; but that is much more than 
offset by the exceedingly high-priced goods, ·which are only 
gi">en 1 cent in addition. 

l\Ir. DOLLIVER. I called the attention of an importer--
1\Ir. 1\IcCUMBER. What I want to get out of the Senator is 

this: Would he abolish the specific entirely as relating to mer
cerized cloth? 

Mr. DOLLIVER. If it is insisted seriously that it adds much 
to the cost of the cloth, so much as to require attention, I would 
not object to 5 per cent ad valorem in addition; but I am not 
prepared even now to do that. Besides, there is no use talking 
about it. The framework of this thing is set, and I am simply 
fixing the record for posterity. . 

Now, if the Senator from Georgia [Mr. CLAY] will give me 
his attention, I have spoken of the effect the Dingley ad 
valorems would ha Ye had on these increased costs arising from 
the process of mercerizing. It is now proposed to convert the 
Dingley ad valorems into specifics-and that has been solemnly 
done by the Senate-and, in addition, to add a specific assess
ment on each square yard of 1 cent for the mercerization, even 
where the mercerization extends only to a single dot, as in the 
ca e of the vest of my friend from North Dakota [1\fr. McCuM
BER]-a single dot here and there upon the face of the fabric. 
I am objecting to that because it does not cost 1 cent a yard alto
gether. I am objecting to it because it costs less here than it 
does in the Old World, owing to our improved and scientific skill 
in applying the process. I am putting into the RECORD testimony 
which I think has a. tendency to confirm the truth of what I have 
tried to show. I have offered for the RECORD the telegram of 
A. L. Reid & Co., who get mercerizing done every week in the 
United States in vast quantities, because they are large distrib
uters of cotton goods. They buy them of one mill unmercerized, 
and then turn them over to finishing mills to be mercerized. 
They know exactly what they are talking about. They give the 
·price which they haxe to pay now for mercerizing. . 

I put in also a statement by a famous New York merchant, 
giving exactly the cost of mercerizing goods in New York MilJs 

Bleachery, in the State of New York, showing that the cost of 
mercerizing is from one-half cent to seven-tenths of a cent. I 
also put in a statement of his present-day dealings with the 
United States Finishing Company, of Pawtucket, R. I., show
ing that on white goods, that is, bleached goods, the cost of mer
cerizing at Pawtucket to-day is from three-fourths of a cent to 
three-eighths of a cent where the goods are simply bleached; if 
they are colored, it is three-eighths of a cent, and if the colors 
aTe very dark, it is 1 cent, which is the highest price. 

I desire to call the attention of the Senate to the fact that 
at the Standard Bleaching Mill the price of mercerizing is given 
substantially in the same terms. I have in vain called upon the 
committee to bring here and read or put before the Senate 
the other information that guided them. l\fost of the informa
tion that I am now communicating to the Senate came first 
to the committee, and a copy of it was transmitted to me, be
cause they knew that I was a student of these questions and 
desired accurate information. They knew that I did not desire 
to move in the fog as I undertook to approach the consideration 
of these matters. So, as a courtesy, they sent to me the infor
mation which I was looking for, as well as this committee. In 
fact, I was looking for it before the committee began to look 
for it. 

The committee even did not seek any information upon the · 
subject when the bill .was being framed, so far as I know; and 
only a month ago they began telegraphing here, there, and 
everywhere. They said: "Somebody has arisen in the Senate 
and disputed the wisdom of this 1-cent assessment; therefore 
let us know what the cost of it is, so that we can defend it." 
The cost price in the United States was given not only in 
scores of telegrams, but in letters from everybody in the United 
States who had information upon the subject. The Senate now 
is in the dark about the answers to those letters, except in so 
far as I have communicated them myself to the RECORD. For 
that reason, I send to the desk and ask to have printed the 
m·atter to which I refer; and I shall not say another word 
about it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. In the absence of objection, 
permission to do so is granted. 

The matter referred to is as follows: 
MAY 3, 1909. 

DE VRIES, Esq., 
Oare Finance Oonimittee, Washington, D. 0.: 

Foreign mercerizing, to 80's,. 4d. ; to 120's, 6d. ; to 130's, 7d. ; to 140's, 
8d. ; to 150's, 9id. ; to 180's, llid. ; to 200's, 13d. a pound. Domestic, to 
SO's, 6 cents per pound. Balance proportionately. 

LUDWIG LITTAUEll, 
109 Green stt·eet, New Y01·k. 

MAY 10, 1909. 
MA.RIO::oi DE VRIES, Esq., 

Oare Finance Oo1nmi.ttee, Washington, D. 0. 
DEAR Srn : In reply to your telegram, we telegraphed to yon on May 

3 as follows : · 
Foreign mercerizing, to 80's, 4d. ; to 120's, 6d. ; to 130's, 7d. ; to 140's, 

8d. ; to 150's, 9ld. ; to 180's, lUd. ; to 200's, 13d. a pound. Domestic, to 
SO's, 6 cents per pound. Balance J?roportionately. 

And beg to herewith confirm prices quoted for cost of mercerizing 
yarns in England as follows : 

All numbers up to 80's/2, 4d. per pound ; up to lOO's/2, 5d. ; up to 
120's/2, 6d. ; to 130's/2, 7d. ; to 140's/2, Sd.; to 150's, 9 .id.; to 180's/2 
1114.; to 200/s2, 13d. The domestic mercerizing ls done at 5 and 6 
cents per pound up to 80's/2, and finer sizes proportionately hi"'her. We 
know that the prices for mercerizing in this country are considerably 
lower than abroad. The great 9uantities of yarns used are below No. 
120's/2; numbers finer than 120 s/2 are used in very small quantities. 
We remain, 

Yours, respectfully, ' LUDWIG LITTA.UER. 

A. L. REID & Co., 
64 and 66 White Street, New York, May s, 1909. 

Hon. MARION DE VRIES, 
Oare Senate Finance Committee, Washington, D. o., 

Senate Butldinu, Room 311 B. 
DEAR Sm : In reply to your telegram requesting the general prices 

paid to bleachers, dyers, and finishers for mercerizing, we give you as 
follows: Thirty-six-inch brocades, madras, etc., similar, three-fourths 
cent; 40-inch sheer fabrics, average, fiv~eighths cent. 

To show how these figures are arrived at, we have to-day complied 
the following in conjunction with bleaching: Bleacher, cost of bleach
ing and mercerizing brocades and madras, 36 inches or less, 15 to 2 cents., 
depending on weight; cost without mercerizing, i to 1 cent. Bleacher, 
cost of bleaching and mercerizing sheer fabrics, 40 inches wide, li to 2 
cents, depending on weight; cost of finishing without mercerizing, 1 to 
11. cents. 
~Brocades and madras in heavier weights cost a higher price, whlle in 

sheer fabrics the lighter weights are the higher, owing to their liability 
to damage. 

The bleachers require a working loss of 2~ per cent on all piece mer
ceriz.ed fabrics. 

Yours, truly, A. L. REID & Co. 
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Standat·a prices for mercerizing in United States. 

NEW YORK MILLS ELEACH ERY, NEW YORK MILLS, N. Y. 

Whites (blenching) _______________________________ _ 
Colors (dyeing) _____________________ _____________ -· 
Dark colors (navy, cardinal, black)-------------

If If mer- Ratio 
bleached cerized, cost of 
or dyed bleached, mercer

only. or dyed. izing. 

Cents. 
0.8 
H 
li 

Cents. 
1~ 
1~ 
1~ 

Cents. 
0.7 

i 
i 

UNITED STATES FINISHING CO:llPANY, PAWTUCKET, R. I. 

Whjtes (bleaching)_------------------------- _____ -1 Colors (dyeing) __________________________________ _ 
Dark colors (navy, cardinal, black)-------------- ~ 1 

NEW YORK, May 3, 1909. 

Standard prices for mercerizing in United States for v e1·y fi1ie goods. 
STA..'\DARD BLEACH ERY COMPANY, CARLTON HILL, N. J. 

[Prices include putting up, etc.] 

WhitP.s (blcachlng) __________ ------- ___ ---·-------
Oolors (dyeing)_----------------------- ___________ . 
Dark colors (navy, cardinal, black) ____________ _ 

NEW YORK, May 8, 1909. 

If If mer- Ratio 
bleached cerized, cost of 
or dyed bleached, mercer
. only. or dyed. izing. 

Cents . 
0.8 
1.35 
1.55 

Cents. 
Ii 
~ 
2i 

Cents. 
0.95 
1.15 
1.20 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I do not care to again go into 
the discussion of the question of mercerization. So far as the 
information contained in this telegram is concerned, so far as 
the cost of the mercerizing process goes, the figures are precisely 
those which I furnished to the Senate. In fact, I referred the 
Senator from Iowa, when he quoted the figures, to the cost of 
mercerizing. 

l\Ir. President, as to the policy of specifics where they are 
possible, I am not going to speak. That is too large a question 
to now enter upon, and there is no need of entering upon it; 
it has been too well considered. It has been long adopted as a 
policy in the collection of revenues to have a specific wherever 
it is po sible for the purpose of preventing undervaluation and 
fraud. There is no part of the tariff where undervaluation and 
fraud is so prevalent and impossible to meet as in the high 
grades of cotton goods. So it is not worth while wasting time 
upon the question whether we shall have specifics. We have 
got specifics throughout the cotton schedule. We haye always 
had them. Every nation has them. If we are to have specifics, 
the question is whether it is proper to apply an additional 
specific to the mercerized cloths. 

The statement that the Senator from Iowa has just sent to 
the desk shows that the cost of mercerizing yarns ranges from 
8 to as high as 18 cents a pound. I did not carry my figures 
as high as that. They show a greater cost of mercerizing in the 
finer yarns than I attempted to show. It is quite true that you 
can take a comparatively cheap fabric with only one thread of 
mercerized yarn in it and show that the 1 cent duty is very 
heavy indeed; but I could show just as easily in some of the 
fabrics that I exhibited the other day to the Senate, fabrics 
that it costs 12 cents a yard additional to mercerize, where a 
cent was less than 10 per cent ad ·rnl9rern, and it was a pre
posterously small duty to levy. No specific will be exact on tbe 
lowest and highest grades. You must take your specific as 
nearly as you can on about what is the average cost. It ap
peared to the House committee, I suppose-it certainly appeared 
to the Senate committee when they examined it-that 1 cent a 
pound on the average made a reasonable duty. 

For instance, on this sample [exhibitingJ which I showed the 
other day-goods with mercerized spots in them-the cost was 
3.7 cents additional. Senators can figure what the rate of 1 
cent additional is. This [exhibiting] with colored threads, col
ored yarns, and mercerized colored threads, 3.86 cents addi
tional; and this [exhibiting], representing cloths with mercer
ized stripes, the additional cost of using mercerized yarn over 
ordinary yarn, is 4 cents a pound. The duty of 1 cent a yard 
would be 25 per cent ad valorern. It is impossible to base spe
cifics on the very lowest possible sample that can be produced, 
just as it would be preposterous to base a specific on the most 
expensive article that can be produced. You have to get a spe
cific that somewhere nearly strikes the average; and 1 cent does 

strike the average very fairly, so far as my investigations have 
gone. 

It is to be remembered, Mr. President, at that point-and I 
hope Senators will bear it in mind-that the e article that are 
mercerized, including yarn, have to be good fabrics. You can 
not take the cheapest cotton cloths and mercerize them-it is not 
done-any more than yon mercerize duck or sailcloth or any 
of the heavy fabrics. You must have a perfect fabric for it, 
and it usually, so far as my inquiries go and the evidence I 
have been able to get show , has to be made of more expensive 
cotton, often of Egyptian cotton, and the cost of mercerizing 
resides not merely in the ca.ustic bath, but in the construction 
of the cloth and in the preparation of the yarn beforehand. 
Taking the specific on the average range of the cost of mercer
izing, it is not only not excessively high, but it is a very reason
able rate. 

l\Ir. BEVERIDGE. 1\Ir. President, I only want perhaps a 
moment concerning the rule of evidence that we discussed here 
this morning for a moment. Many times during this debate 
reflections have been made upon statements of fact because 
they came from importers, who have been assailed not with 
quite so much acrimony as the courts which made tl;lese de
cisions, and it seems to me a moment should be spent now in 
considering that well-understood rule of evidence that affects 
the weight of testimony on account of intere t. 

The only fair statement was contained in the last remarks 
made by the Senator from Rhode Island [l\Ir. ALDRIOH]. In 
view of the fact that they were importers, their interest, I be
lieye he said, might make us take their statements with more 
caution, or something like that. That, in the course of this 
whole debate, was the first conservative, restrained, and fair 
statement of that rule. I was glad to hear it. Heretofore there 
has been an unlimited attack upon a man merely because he was 
an importer. The assumption has been not only made, but the 
direct statement has been indulged in, that he wanted to tear 
down the American protective system. 

Now, let us waive that, 1\Ir. President, but the Senator will 
admit, of course, that this is a simple universal legal rule, not 
to be applied to the importers a1one, but to everybody el e, is 
it not? If that is true, it is to be applied to manufacturers as 
well as importers, both honorable men, both engaged in a 
reputable business; and yet the Senator will udmit thnt ten 
manufacturers have given their opinions as to the policies and 
their statements as to the facts where one importer has done 
so. The Senator himself has said time and again in the course 
of this debate, with all possible vigor, that it was the opinion 
of the American manufacturers thus and so. Therefore if 
we ought to take into consideration the interests of the importer 
as affecting our judgment as to the weight to be given to his 
testimony, so ought we to take into consideration the busine s 
of the manufacturer as affecting our judgment as to the weight 
to be given to his testimony. Is not that fair? And yet not 
once during this debate has the converse of the rule been 
stated. 

There is another rule, l\Ir. President, with which every man 
who has practiced law, yes, every man who has been in a court 
room, is familiar, and that is that "\\here a man testifies again t 
his own interest that nece sarily is to be given greater credi
bility than any other kind of testimony. In all of this long and 
involved discussion-which it is difficult for a man not familiar 
with these schedules and terms to understand unless he ear
nestly applies himself-there has been one clear statement, not 
disputed by anybody, made against the man's own interest, ns it 
afterwards appeared, made by the greatest representative of 
the entire cotton industry of the country. Curiou ly enough 
that is waived aside. I called attention to it the other day and 
asked the Senator from Rhode Island to reply and xplain, bnt 
he did not. He waived it aside in his reply, as he will find in 
the RECORD, and so, again, I read from the testimony of l\fr. 
Lippitt, who is conceded to represent the cotton industry of the 
country, as follows--

Mr. GALLINGER. I hope the Senator will save us from that. 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. I want to put it in again. 
Mr. GALLINGER. Let us have it stereotyped. 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. It becomes more attractive to me the 

more I think of it, in view of the perfect maze of counter 
statements that have been made here. I sat here on Saturday 
and listened to the statements of the Senator from Iowa [l\Ir: 
DOLLIVER]. I wanted some Senator to get up then and explain 
if they were not true, but that was not done. There is a perfect 
Niagara of conflicting statements. Here is one that no person 
bas denied; and so I think it would be a good idea to follow 
the Senator's suggestion and have it stereotyped. It is the one 
undenied thing in this whole debate; and it would seem, in 
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T"iew of the fact that it is made against interest. as it after
wards appeared, it is the most credible and weighty thing we 
haye before us in the whole debate. Mr. Lippitt says-and, I 
as ume, under oath-

Tha form of the present cotton ta.riff is the result of many efforts, 
and considering the wide variety of products it covers has stood the 
test of practical operation fairly well. It bas been the object of many 
legal attacks, in the course of which the terms used have for the most 
~fi~n~e:a~ ~~e:e c~~~ ~~~~~~;finitions, and therefore should not be 

That can not be these features, because we have it on the 
word of e"\"ery member of this committee that these are im
portant features-
Some minor features, however, are still in controversey and may- neecl 
elucidation, but the present cotton situation as a whole bas resulted 
in establishing in this country a great industry, widely distributed, 
€mploying many people and much capital. 

The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LoDGE] at the close the 
other day of his impassioned and eloquent address, said "give 
them a chance to work,~' just as though -the present tariff did 
not give them a chance to work, when here is the representa
tive of that industry stating that they are at work.. If I had 
not wanted not to bring that question into this contro\ersy, I 
would ha"\"e commented at considerable length upon the im
portant suggestion I made the other day, that a great many 
thousands of them who are thus at work are little children be
tween 4 and 14 years of age, as the sworn testimony, before the 
Senate shows---

1\Ir. LODGE rose. 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. That is not in Massachusetts, I will say. 
Mr. ALDRICH. And the Senator could further say that it is 

not in New England. 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. It is the sworn testimony before the 

Senate, and that are part of the records of the Senate, that it 
is in New England, too-sworn to upon affidavits, and never 
yet denied. 

l\Ir. LODGE. If the Senator will ,allow me--
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the 'Senator from In

diana yield to · the Senator from Massachusetts? 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. Certainly. 
l\Ir. LODGE. The number of children working in the New 

England mms has been reduced since 1905, by better enforce
ment of the laws and by better Jaws, from 17,000 to 9,000. I 
can gi\e the exact figures, if the Senator wants them. 

1\fr. BEVERIDGE. So the little disturbance some two years 
ago, then, was possibly not without its poor influence. 

Mr. LODGE. The "little disturbance" had nothing to do 
with the laws of Massachusetts. They were already on the 
statute -books. 

l\fr. BEVERIDGE. That js true; the laws of ·Massachusetts 
were on the statute books. 

l\fr. LODGE. If the Senator will look into the matter, he 
. will find that the entire number of employees in the cotton 
industry in New England is 155,000, and Qnly 9,000 are under 
16 years of age. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President, I am rather sorry I inter
jected this, because I did not intend to have attention diverted 
from this stereotyped statement, or testimony that ought to be 
stereotyped and placed in the hands of e\ery Senator; but, as 
a matter of fact, concerning the employment of children, every 
statement made by me when I presented that question was 
sworn to and has not thus far been denied, and is, with some 
slight modification or with some diminution, the truth to-day. 
But let us go on with this statement of Ur. Lippitt: 

It has regulated but not prevented importations, has made moderate y:o::: :iigo~!~~~~able wages possible to the caJJitalist and laborer, but 

We ask, therefore, that the present .schedule shall not be materially 
changed and that cotton manufactw·ers be allowed to continue the 
opera tion and further development of this important industry under 
the same tariff conditions that now prevail. 

That was the statement of the authorized representative of 
the cotton industry of this country before, I think, the Con
gress convened, or at least wh€n the House was considering the 
testimony upon which t.o frame this bill 

They had not at that time expected that there could be any 
change in the law which would be an increase of rates or which 
would in anywise benefit them. That had not appeared to them 
pos ible, because, Mr. President, among those who most vigor
ously resisted any tariff revision at all were the cotton m::mu
facturers of the country. So when the tariff revision came
and the other day I traced the growth of the sentiment-all 
the time eyery one of them resisted any tariff revision of any 
kind, because they were satisfied with the situation. It first 
appeared to them that it would be impossible to get any change 
that would rai::,e rates or that would benefit them, but it would 
appear that in the course of two or three months a change 
came over their opinions, and they did think it was possible to 

get the cotton schedule changed, or, at least, that is the only 
way that I can interpret that remarkable testimony which, I 
belieye, was followed by a letter to the committee. 

Mr. President, these few remarks ha ye been brought out 
solely by a reversion to the application of the rule that a man's 
interest must be taken into consideration when weighing the 
weight of his testimony, a statement that has been made all 
through this debate, though never entirely thoroughly until the 
Senator from Rhode Island ma.de it this morning. So that it 
seemed to be pertinent that we should understand that that rule 
is to be applied not to the importers only, but to the manufactur
ers also; and that the further collateral rul€ of endence should 
be applied, that when a man gives testim-0ny against his in
terest that is the weightiest testimony possible to be given in a 
court of justice. Therefore, Mr. President, I present this one, 
single, unconfused, undenied piece of testimony in this whole 
debate, which, according to the rules of evidence that the Sen
a.tor from Rhode Island has invoked, is the only weighty piece 
that we have before us. 

Just one other thing, l\Ir. President. Throughout this de
bate, whether it has been on paint or whether it has been on 
cotton, or whether it has been on one article or another, I have 
heard at least a score of times-and I am trying to make my 
remarks emphatic by making an understatement-at least a 
score of times upon this floor I have he.ard that the increase 
of pTice to the consumer would be either nothing or negligible. 
For example, the other day my esteemed friend from Pennsyl
vania [Mr~ PENROSE] proceeded by a nice mathematical demon
stration to show that the increased cost for painting a small 
house under the present increase on white lead would only be 
25 cents. My friend from North Dakota IMr. l\IcCuMBER], who 
is a good deal of a mathematical genius-which is a part of the 
Scotch blood-demonstrated this morning that, taking the Sena
tor from Iowa's own figures, the :increase on Dne of the shirts, 
which the Senator from Iowa says is bought by the millions, 
would only be 3 cents -0n a dollar and a half shirt; :and so we 
have heard these statements made. 

1\fr. President, it is thus sought to impress us that the in
creases, if at all, will be .so negligible to the consumer that· it 
is not worth while taking them into consideration in connection 
with the vast benefit to business that is to accrue. That is true, 
is it not? 

But, Mr. President, that is not only where the injustice comes 
in-which is the chief thing-but there is where the economic 
error comes in, which is po sibly e-ven .a more important thing, 
practically 'SIJeaking. If 3 cents on a shirt, if 10 cents on a dress, 
if 5 cents on a pair shoes in a family "Qf 7 children, and of 25 
cents upon a bucket of paint; if all these little increases, which 
occur to us to-day as absurd, are added together, what does that 
mean to the consumer; not a consumer, mind y-00, who is able to 
pay, but a consumer whose average wage is what is demonstrated 
to be the average earnings of a common laboring man in the 
United States, less, I believe, than $60~etween five and six 
hundred dollars? To that man, with a family of 4 or 5 chil
dren and -a wife, a few cents on shoes, an amount that woulcl 
make us here i:o-day sneer, when he has got to supply those 
children with shoes to go to school, and 10 cents on a dress, 
which we think ;negligible, and 3 cents on a shirt, and 25 cents 
on a bucket of paint, thus running down the whole list of life's 
necessities, makes to him, with his small earning power, a 
burden grievous to be borne. 

Mr. GALLINGER. This bill reduces the duty on shoes. 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. I hope that good example will be fol

lowed elsewhere~ If you are going to make a man's footwear 
lighter, why not make the burdens that are -0n his back lighter 
also? 

Mr. President, the remark of the Senator from North Dakota 
in showing that, after all, even if there was an increased duty, 
it would not affect the consumer very much, made me feel that 
it was necessary to point out and to bring home to each one of 
us or to make us conscious of it at least-for I am sure it was 
brought home to us the moment that it was made-that it is no 
argument to say that the increase is smull, that it appears to 
us to be negligible in affecting the price to the consumer, be
cause the sum total of it, when measured, not by our earning 
power, but by the earning power of the men who buy the shoes 
:ind shirts and dresses and food and paints and everything else, 
becomes finally a burden, the bearing of which raised the very 
storm for tariff revisio~ which wrote it into our platform, and 
finally voiced itself through the utterances of the man b'est 
equipped and authorized to interpret it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. 1\Ir. President, the influence and the dangers 
of association are well illustrated in the speech which has just 
been c-oncluded. I have heard remarks .of that kind before, 
rarely from Republicans, neYer from protectionists. The Sena-
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tor ha8 been voting with reference to these matters with men 
who be1iern that protective duties are added to the cost of 
all domestic artic_les produced in the United States. 

l\fr. BEVERIDGE. Did those same men believe that when 
they voted with the Senator for protective duties on certain 
articles? · 

l\Ir. ALDRICH. No; I think that on those particular occa
sions they were acting as protectionists. 

l\Ir. BEVERIDGE. Then, are they voting with me or am I 
voting with them? 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator must be voting with them. 
The other side furnishes all the privates, and this side fur
nishes the brigadiers in this movement, as near as I can under-
~~d . 

Mr. BAILEY. They think they are the brigadiers. 
l\fr. ALDRICH. Yes; they are under the impression that they 

are the brigadiers. · 
The Senator's speech could have been made with great effect 

by any free trade or tariff reformer in the United States. He 
could express his views in the precise language that the Senator 
has expressed his; that all of these duties are added to the cost 
to the consumer in this country; and he is only finding fault 
with us apparently because we have increased the cost to the 
consumer a small amount. The application of the doctrine, to 
his mind, seems as clear as it does to Senators who sit upon the 
other side of the Chamber and who have no hesitancy in ex
pre ing their views as tariff reformers that the whole pro
tective system ought to be pulled down and destroyed. 

'l'he Senator makes another statement which on its face 
appears to be fair enough. He says that in listening to the 
statements of importers and manufacturers we should consider 
that they are both interested parties and that we should give 
equal credence to both in considering the tariff bill. But to 
my mind there is a distinction as wide as the poles between the 
people who appear here to serve their own interest, which are 
against American interests, and the people who appear here 
and whose interests coincide with American interests. Speak
ing for myself I do not intend to apply any rigid rule of judicial 
construction in the treatment of the statement of these two 
classes of men. We are not bound as Senators in the construc
tion of a tariff act to say that the statement of an importer, as 
to the effect of our legislation upon American interests, shall 
have the same weight and the same contTol over our acts as 
that of a man who has no interest at an except one along the 
line of American development and American prosperity. 

l\Ir. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President, ·my few rem~·ks with re
spect to the rule of credibility of testimony were brought out 
by the statement of that rule last made by the Senator from 
Hhode Island, as I have said, which is the first time he 1las 
statecl the rule f airly or that it had been fairly stated; and I 
was so glad of it that I thought it necessary to point out the 
equal applications of that rule which ought to be applied to 
manufacturers as well as to importers. Both are honorable 
men. Both h~rrn fought for their country. It does not affect 
a man's honor that he. is importer or manufacturer. It does 
affect the weight of his testimony-the interest he has in giv
ing it. Therefore when the rule is applied to importers, it 
should also apply to the manufacturers. 

Then there is the statement of the collateral rule-that 
where a man testifies against his interest it has double weight, 
and I pointed out lUr. Lippitt. The answer-I did not expect 
any-that the Senator gave to that was that those remarks 
showed the effect of association. That is no answer. 

The only thing important about them is whether they are 
true or not. I stated here this morning the illustration given 
by the mathematical demonstration of the Senator from Penn
sylvania the other day and the one given by the Senator from 
North Dakota just now, and various others-that the fact that 
the increases in price were small, e1en if they were really neg
ligible, did not demonstrate anything, 011, rather, did, because 
all of them added together-so mu~h on shirts, so much upon 
shoe , so much upon food-a little negligible 3 cents bn a dollar 
all(l a half shirt. a negligible 5 cents on shoes, a negligible 10 
cents on dress goods, a negligible 25 cents on paint, and the 
negligible amount on everything else added together constituted 
the burden. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. 1\Ir. President--
Ur. BEVERIDGE. Pardon me a moment. I say it is not 

important how my process of reasoning happened to be in
fluenced. It was important only whether or not it was true; 
and I take as the basis of that summing up of conditions the 
statements made by my friends upon this side of the Chamber. 

hlr. SU'.rIIERLA.:ND. l\lr. President-- . 
The PilESIDING OFFICER (Mr. BACON in the chair). Does 

the Senator from Indi~na yield to the Senator from Utah? 

Mr. · BEVERIDGE. Certainly. I always do. I will be 
through in a moment. 
- Mr. SUTHERLAND. The Senator, as I understand, pro
poses, by a reduction of the duties, to save to the American con
sumer the various amounts which he has stated? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. - Not at all; by preventing the increase of 
duties. That is the way this debate arose. • 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. The Senator also proposes to reduce 
the duties, as I understood his speech the other day. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Wherever they are a cent beyond what 
is needed for safe protection-and I will go with the Senator 
any distance for safe protection-they ought to be reduced. 
They then cease to be protection and become extortion. Justice 
first and expediency afterwards. · 

Mr. SU'.rHERLAND. The Senator proposes to save the con
sumer 3 cents on a shirt and 5 cents on a pair of shoes and a 
few cents on some other articles. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. On all articles raised to a point of 
extortion. 

l\Ir. SUTHERLAND. Does he think it would be a wise thing, 
if his conclusion is correct, to reduce the duties in such a way 
as to save the laborer $20 or $25 a year upon the price of these 
various commodities and lose him $50 on the scale of his wages? 

l\fr. BEVERIDGE. By no manner of means, and no person 
stated with more earnestness than I, not only on this floor, 
but wherever I have had the honor to be permitted to speak 
upon this question, that duties ought not to be reduced at all, 
they ought to be increased, they ought not to_ be reduced, they 
ought to be kept as they are, so as to afford proper protection, 
honest protection, and no more. The point is that under the 
guise of affording such protection as we all believe in-and 
no person more earnestly than the revisionists upon this side
there are instances, as it appears to some of us upon the evidence 
submitted, where it is more than protection. I ask the Sena
tor this question. He is a protectionist, as I am; both equally 
good. Would he be in favor of a . duty · that gave more than 
necessary protection? I remember his illustration from the 
h·out brook and rubber boots the other day. 

l\lr. S THERLAJ.~D. The Senator says he is as good a pro
tectionist as I am. I beg leave to differ with him about that. 

l\Ir. BEVERIDGE. Then, I will say, I am a more reasonable 
protectionist than the Senator . . 

l\Ir. SUTHERLA1'.1D. I think I am rather a better protection
ist than the Sena tor has come to be in his latter days. 

J\Ir. BAILEY. One has to be "good" before the other can 
be " better." 

J\Ir. SUTHERLAND. I am very much afraid the Senator is 
ceasing to be a good protectionist. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. We will discuss that at some length if 
it comes up in this debate. 

l\fr. SUTHERLAND. I will say, however, in answer to the. 
Senator from Indiana, that I do not believe in increasing duties 
beyond the measure of protection. But, as I said the other day, 
I do believe, when I am in doubt about it, in giving the Amerf
can producer the benefit of the doubt; and if I am to err upon 
either side, I would rather have the duties a little too high 
than a little too low. 

l\Ir. BEVERIDGE. I go that far with the Senator. I 
thought the illustration about the_ trout stream a good one, bnt 
.becarn;;e he thought the boots should be an inch higher and the 
water came up to his knees, would he insist upon an entire 
rubber suit? 

I tl1ought it was hardly worthy of the Senator from Rhode 
Island to talk a bout associations. These are honorable men on 
this floor, on both sides; all supposed to be trying to get toward 
the truth. No person has heard me put any imputation upou 
any man. I could have retorted to the Senator: "Did he ac
count for his pre ent state of mind by association-what a so
ciation?" But it would not have been right. It would not . 
have been fair. 

What is protection? It has been defined by our platform. 
It has been defined by the man chiefly authorized to define it~ 
It has been laid before the Senate. It is such a rate of duty as 
will afford a sufficient protection as to cover the difl'erence be
t,veen the cost of production here and abroad, adding also a rea
sonable profit to the manufacturer. 

Now, can you say a man is not a good protectionist when he 
li\es up to that, the most extreme rule we have C\er had, and 
who, in the intere t of saving the whole protective system, 
questions tbe wisdom of going beyond it? Does not the Sen
ator see that the only danger the protective sy tern has is in 
its unreasonable application beyond thnt? Does he not see 
that the attitude of mind which says that n man is not a pro
tectionist when he differs with his friends about one-eighth of 1 
per cent is the same _ attitude of mind of the Bourbons · of 
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France over a hundred years ago, and that it is they who are 
placing the dynamite of injustice beneath the system and that 
it is we who are trying to take it out? 

If you are building a wall and one perceives that a brick is 
being inserted that is not sound, because he insists upon taking 
that out and putting in a sound one does that prove he is not 
a good mason? Does it not prove precisely the contrary? 
When one talks about destroying the American system of pro
tection it puts me in mind of the fact that it was not the peas
ants who brought on the revolution or any disturbance in France, 
but the dense, bigoted, and unyielding attitude of the Bourbons. 
I did not expect to go into that. 

With reference to the other side, they can take care of them
selves. They are not to be criticised nor the reverse for what 
they do, nor is any Sena tor here--

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator permit me? 
l\Ir. BEVERIDGE. Certainly. 
l\Ir. ALDRICH. If it is true that a protective duty increases 

the cost to the American consumer not only of imported articles, 
but of all articles manufactured in the United States, then I am 
not a protectionist. I know of no man who is a protectionist; 
that is, no intelligent man who so contends; and, if I understood 
the Senator from Indiana correctly, he was announcing the 
doctrine as I have stated it; that is, that these increases of duty 
do increase to the consumers in this ·country the cost to the 
extent of the duty. If that is the doctrine of the Senator from 
Indiana, he and I have parted company. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. That simply proves this, that the Sen
ator has got some stereotyped catchwords and labels, and that 
he classifies all human utterances according to those labels, 
and that" when he finds one that does not agree with him he 
puts upon it that particular interpretation. He is in a state 
of mind where he does not listen and does not think. Now, 
nobody heard me say anything of the kind. I do not believe 
anything of the kind. This is what I believe: I beliern that 
where competition is free and unrestrained, the effect of pro
tection on an article which we can make in this country is 
ultimately to reduce it in price, and that it always has, and 
that that can not be interfered with except by the formation 
of a great combination which will regulate the prices. This 
is why I asked a moment ago the question which so needlessly 
excited the Senator from Rhode Island, and which was called 
forth by the remark of the Senator from Utah, that domestic 
competition would settle the question of prices which he 
otherwise admitted would be added by the tariff. I asked 
what if within thirty clays of the passage of this bill we should 
find a great" combination formed of all the producers of thii;; 
particular class of goods. Then, I suppose, the Senator would 
admit in that case there would be a rise of price, or could be, 
by the tariff. 

1\Ir. GALLINGER. 1\fr. President--
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Indiana 

yield to the Sena tor from New Hampshire? 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. In just a moment. Again the Senator 

was not listening to me carefully, but in his mind he was con
ning over and over his familiar catchwords or he would have 
remembered that the illustrations which I took were taken from 
the Senator from Pennsylvania, who is as high a protectionist 
as anybody, the Senator from North Dakota, a member of the 
committee, in discussing thi_s very schedule a moment ago, and 
several other statements which have been made on this floor. 

l\fr. ALDRICH. Mr. President--
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Indian~ 

yield to the Senator from Rhode Island? 
1\Ir. BEVERIDGE. I do. 
l\Ir. ALDRICH. The statements made by the Senator from 

Pennsylvania and the Senator from North Dakota and by sev· 
eral other Senators to the same effect were these-that if the 
cost was increased by the amount of the duty, the increased 
cost would only be so much. 

1\Ir. BEVERIDGE. Yery well. 
1\Ir. ALDRICH. No Senator on this side of the Chamber, and 

acting as a protectionist and a Republican, has made any such 
statement. 

fr . BEVERIDGE. Very well; then--
1\Ir. PENROSE. l\Ir. President--
Mr. BFJVERIDGE. Pardon me a moment, and then I _will 

yield. The Senator will find my statement was substantially 
that if they are correct about that, then their argument was, it 
was negligible; that it did not amount to much, anyway-3 
cents on a $1.50 shirt, and so forth. I showed it did amount 
to something, because it is the sum of all these things that the 
consumer buys and not the little negligible items, that look 
laughable when we examine them here separately. So I ac
cept the Senator's "ifs" put before the statement made here, 

and put one before my own stat~~ent. If it does amount to 
little in detail, then it amounts to a vast deal in the aggregate. 

Now I yield to the Senator from New Hampshire. I apolo
gize for keeping him waiting so long. 

1\fr. GALLINGER. That is all right. 
It occurs to me that the Senator's acute and usually accurate 

mirid is not operating quite evenly to-day. 
1\lr. BEVERIDGE. It is :Monday, you know. 
l\fr. GALLINGER. Monday. The Senator di_d picture this 

horrible burden that was to be imposed upon the people of the 
United States by these increases in cotton goods and boots and 
shoes, when we have actually decreased the rates on shoes 
in the bill as reported. Now the Senator says he did not mean 
to say that there would be an actual increase; that he accepts 
practically the suggestion of the Senator from Rhode Island 
that the duty exacted is not added to the domestic price. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. If they say "if," then I say " if," and 
the equation remains the same. I said that the old Republican 
doctrine, which we are trying to maintain, that is, protection 
of a reasonable amount, not an extortionate amount-I should 
have put that in, because then it can be added to the price-in 
the end, by reason of competition, reduces prices. 

l\Ir. GALLINGER. What I wanted to call attention to was 
that the picture the Senator painted, which was dramatic and 
touching, that the poor laboriug man waS' to have this burden 
placed upon hiin because of the increases of duties, some_ of 
which are not made, but are decreases in the bill, was hardly 
justified by the conclusion he reached shortly afterwards, that 
-very likely the increases were not added at all to the domestic 
price, which we all know to be a fact. Those of us who have 
examined the matter know that in a very large proportion of 
instances the import duty is not added to the domestic ·price, 
but, on the contrary, as the Senator himself has suggested, by 
domestic competition ·the price is kept down and oftentimes 
lowered_:_always lowered when we take from the foreigner the 
absolute control of the product in our market, and, as a rule, 
lowerecl when we give the American producer an equal chance 
or perhaps a little more than an equal chance, which is my doc
trine, with the foreigner. 

1\fr. BEVERIDGE. I think when the Senator comes to ex
amine my poor remarks he will find in them a little more har
mony than he thinks now. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I hope so. 
· 1\fr. BEVERIDGE. If it does not exist, the Senator's re

marks will supply it. I am sorry the Senator from Rhode 
Island is not present. He inspired all this. I am going to 
conclude. Does the Senator agree with this-they sometimes 
call the Senator from Rhode Island "the high priest of protec
tion," but I doubt very much whether he has a right to wear 
those robes. I think the Senator from New Hampshire in de
gree and longeyity is entitled to them. Does the Senator agree 
with this: That where protection is sufficient to co•er the dif
ference in the ·cost of production here and abroad and the profit 
of the manufacturers here, in the absence of a combination here 
to control and regulate the price, the result will be by competi
tion to reduce it? 

1\Ir. GALLINGER. I quite agree with him upon that proposi
tion. 

1\fr. BEVERIDGE. Let me follow that up. 
1\Ir. GALLINGER. Except I have not yet seen the ghost of 

combination in either the cotton or the boot and shoe industry, 
which seems to trouble the Senator. 

l\Ir. BEVERIDGE. Let us stick to general principles for a 
moment. We will come to their application. We agree upon 
that? 

l\Ir. GALLINGER. Yes. 
1\Ir. BEVERIDGE. If we make the rates not only amply 

sufficient to cover the difference in the cost of procluction at 
home and abroad, but to afford a profit to the manufacturer
to allow for those three elements--does the Senator also agree 
with me, as I agreed with him on the other pI'oposition, that 
the excess beyond the protective point may be added to the 
price? 

Mr. GALLINGER. I am not so clear about that part, but 
I agree with the Senator that we ought not, as a rule, to make 
the rate so high a he has pictured. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Very well. That is the whole question 
here. When Senators, whom the Senator will be the first to 
admit are earnest and sincere in their opinion, think upon the 
evidence that the r ate is higher _than that which the Senator 
himself says he woulg go, then they are not to be called " free 
traders," because they think that an eighth of 1 per cent or 
2 or 3 per cent which has been added is not protection, but 
amounts, as we both agree it might amount, to extortion. If I 
wanted to be unkind I could make a dividing line, and when 
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men talk about our being divided into protectionists and free 
traders, I could say, "no, not between protectionists and free 
traders, but extortionists." But I am not unkind. I do not 
think that ever adds anything to the discussion. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President--
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Indiana 

yield further? 
l\Ir. BEVERIDGE. Yes; I do. I am through. 
Mr. GALLINGER. I have made no unkind suggestion in 

regard to the Senator's position. · 
l\fr. BEVERIDGE. No; you have not. 
l\Ir. GALLINGER. And I am not going to. I concede to the 

Senn.tor, as I concede to e-very other Senator, whatever his 
political convictions may be or his yiews on the question of the 
tariff may be, the right to hold to his views as strenuously as 
I do to mine. If the Sena.tor believes these rates are higher 
than the provisions of the Republican platform warrant, cer
tainly the Senator has the right to resist them. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. That is good. I thank you, sir. 
l\Ir. GALLINGER. I do not think they are, and so I vote 

for them. 
l\fr. BEVERIDGE. I do not .criticise the Senator. The Sen

ator will concede that I haye not criticised him, but when it is 
attempted to frighten men into an attitude from which thell.· 
judgments and their consciences revolt, and when men are 
appealed to by "regularity" and a whole lot of catch words 
that amount to nothing--

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President--
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Indi

ana yield to the Senator from Texas? 
Mr. BAILEY. No. I thought the Senator from Indiana was 

about to resume his seat. 
Mr. FLI~"'T. I simply want to ask the Senator one question, 

and that is whether or not it bas not been apparent from the 
vaTious votes we have taken on the amendments suggested to 
this bill and reported by the Finance Committee that the Sena
tor's judgment and the judgment of the free trade or tariff re
form Democrats have been the same on all these amendments? 

l\Ir. BEVERIDGE. If I was determined not to do a thing 
that I resolved upon from the moment I came into the Cham
ber, I would make a retort to the Senator, but I neve1· thought 
it exactly becoming to refer to where the votes on the other 
side .go. That is their business, because-

l\Ir. ELKINS. l\Ir. 'President--
1\Ir. BEVERIDGE. Pardon me. No; I do not yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Indiana 

declines to yield. 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. Because there are -votes one way or the 

other. If the Senator would apply that rule I think he would 
not be in a -very comfortable position. I do not think he ought 
to be. I will say this about yoting with ,the committee. I was 
compelled to say it this morning. The Senator from Rhode 
Is1and compelled me to say it. I said I was sorry th.at on two 
or three yotes that I could then remember and on many others 
that I can now remember, where the committee had apparently 
made a case, the case was literally torn to pieces afterwards 
and the member of the committee in charge of it admitted that 
his statements were incorrect; nnd still in spite of that a man 
is expected to vote for that particular rate. That is not fair. 

Mr. FLINT. 1\fr. President--
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Indi

.ana yield to the Senator from California? 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. Certainly~ 
Mr. FLIKT. I did not ma:ke the suggestion in any harsh

ness or with any ill feeling. I simply desired to call the atten
tion of the Senator from Indiana to the fact that we seem to 
have reached the point where we are coming to a parting of the 
ways. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I hope not. 
Mr. FLINT. There appears to be a .majority on this side in 

fa-ror of tb.e old doctrine of a protective ta.riff for American in
dustries, and there seem to be others on this slde who have 
abandoned that and barn gone oYer with those wh0 belieye in a 
tariff for revenue only, or at least not for a protective tariff 
sufficient, as the committee believes, to protect the industries of 
this country. 

Mr. TIEVERIDGE. Oh, now, Mr. President, I am satisfied 
my friend will regret those remarks in a cooler moment. I do 
not think the Senator or anybody else or any other power is 
going to compel us to come to a parting of the ways when we 
both believe sincerely in the principle of protection. But I 
say this-and I think the Senator from California in his heart 
agrees with me-that the rnal safety of the policy of protection 
and its real defenders are those of us who will vote and work 

and .fight to keep out of a single item what appears to us upon 
the face of the evidence to be 1 cent more than protection, be
ca use it has been conceded here this morning by your associates 
that I cent more than protection is just 1 cent of extortion. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President-
Mr. BEVERIDGE. Pardon me. 
It is by keeping the system just-it is by making the people 

feel and know it to be the truth that we have as nearly a ju t 
degree of protection as is possible-that you are going to keep 
the people's affection for the protectiye system. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. rresident--
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Indiana 

yield to the Sena tor from Rhode Island? 
l\Ir. BEVERIDGE. Yes. 
l\Ir. ALDRICH. As I understand the attitude of the Sena

tor from Indiana, it is that the principle of protection is to be 
saved by some Members of the Senate joining with the well
known and understood opponents and enemies of that system 
to help pull it down. My ideas of saving a principle do not 
follow these lines. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President, the Senator has made that 
remark three times, and in it there is no argument, and it 
comes very nearly not being pleasant, because I have not re
ferred, except once or twice in a jocular way, to the Members on 
the ·Other side who saw .fit to vote against their comrades on 
that side and for what the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. 
ALDRICH] thought was a protective duty and what they thought 
was a revenue duty. Mr. President, that kind of argument is 
too old, and if I did not have the affection that he knows I ha-ve 
for the Senator I would say that it is too cheap. 

Mr. ELKINS. Mr. President--
1\Ir. BEVERIDGE. Pardon me a moment. I say this-
Mr. ELKINS. Will the Senator allow me? I want to ask 

the Sena.tor a question, in view of the fact that the Republican 
platform adopted at the last na.tional convention, which I re
gard as the strongest protection platform .ever written, ·declares 
not only for the difference .between the cost of labor in this 
country and abroad, .but it goes furth-er and-declares in addition 
that there shall be a reasonable profit. There never was such 
a platform so pronounced in farnr of protection adopted by any 
political party in this country. 

l\Ir. BEVERIDGE. The Senator from West Virginia does 
not need to take up my time, because we have gone all over that 
while the Senator was ·Out at lunch. 

l\fr. ELKINS. I did not get any lunch yet, and I have been 
in the Chamber continuously. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. The SenatQr drops in and makes a .man's 
few minutes' remarks a continuous performance. I want to 
get a little 1 unch. 

l\Ir. ELKINS. The Senator from Indiana did not allow me to 
.fini h my question, which I will do now. The platform de
claring in definite and positive terms that the duty shall not 
only cover the difference iii the cost of labor here and abroad, 
but shall allow for .a reasonable profit to the American pro
duc , all this is in favor of protection and American industry. 
Now, if this -should add slightly to the cost of the article to the 
consumer, is it not better for our people and the country gener
ally, because in manufacturing our own products we give em
ployment to our people, keep at home the money we would 
pay for the foreign product, and build up home industries. 

fr. BEVERIDGE. Does the Senator know that between the 
Senator from New Hampshire [l\Ir. GALLINGER] and myself there 
was a controvre:rsy on that very question? Does the Senator 
mean to suggest that in -the presence of the Senator from New 
Hampshire? I will answer the Senator, howe>er, in a very 
serious manner. I wish the Senator had been here. 

Mr. ELKINS. I have been here all the time. 
1\fr. BEVERIDGE. It would be good for the Senator to 

confer with the Senator from New Hampshire. He and myself 
have gone over this matter, and I will state the conclusion in 
common we have reached, that the measure of protection is the 
difference in the cost of production abroad and here plus a 
reasonable profit io the manufacturer, and that such a pro
tective tariff should be placed on any article which will not 
increase the price in the end, 'but actually ·because of competi
tion reduce the price, except where there is such a combination 
on a particular article that they can keep the price where they 
please. That is where we agree. 

Mr. ELKINS. Now--
Mr. BEVERIDGE. The Senator .asks a question. Let me 

answer. Further, we agree that if there is any a.mount more 
tlian is necessary to meet a fair measure of protection, as thus 
described, that ihat amount, as I say and as the Senator irom 
New Hampshire admits, may be added to the consumer, and 
that in any case it is unnecessary, enortionate tpossibly, ~nd 
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always dangerous. So the Senator from New Hampshire him
self said that in such a case he himself would not vote to give 
a cent more than is necessary protection, and only as a matter 
of justice and as a matter of good policy. The only difference 
between him and me was as to the measure of protection. 

l\fr. ELKINS. The Senator I do not think has answered my 
question. 

.Mr. BE1i ERIDGE. I agree I did not fully answer it. What 
was the Senator's precise question? 

Mr. ELKINS. Even if it did raise the price a little to the 
consumer, and I am one of the consumers as well as a pro
ducer, I am willing for my part to stand this additional cost, 
and I believe all good protectionists would also be willing to 
stand the increased cost. . 

Whatever this country consumes must not be ruled out of 
the calculation. Is it not better economic policy that the grind
ing forces of competition should reduce the prices, and that the 
duty should be imposed, as in the schedule on tin plate, because 
the man who paid the· tax got it back and did not feel it in the 
reduction of price? 

l\lr. BEVERIDGE. Yes; but--
Mr. ELKINS. Wait a moment. I again ask: Is it not better 

to adopt the policy set out in the Republican platform rather 
than to give up the manufacture and production of these articles 
and send our money abroad and leave our people idle and unem
ployed as they are in England to-day, even· if it be true there is 
a slight addition to the cost of the article? 

l\Ir. BEVERIDGE. There is no danger of the Senator doing 
one of those. 

.Mr. ELKINS. I ask the Senator to answer the question 
and I will be satisfied. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I will answer it. 
Will the Senator point out where he thinks the price is to be 

added to the consumer? I say this, and everyone who believes 
in the theory of protection says the same thing-I do not know 
whether it is true of the duties in tin plate or not, but it is a 
good illustration-if at first there might be a little addition 
even for a year, and it was clear that in the end the price would 
be reduced and a vast amount of labor employed and industries 
diversified, it might be permissible, as a matter of expediency 
but I say that it is poor statesmanship, and, what is more it 
is suspicious statesmanship, when any man takes that risk uniess 
it is necessary, and when a man puts on a cent of taxes when 
he thinks it is unnecessary. That is what I say; and the Sen
ator will not be able to get away from it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. l\fr. President, I wish to say just one word. 
The PHESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Indi

ana yield to the Senator from Rhode Island? 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. I yield, of course. 
Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator from Indiana has several times 

alluded to extortionate rates. I suppose what he means by 
that a.re prohibitory rates, does he not? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. No; I will tell you what I mean. I 
think I will have to refer to that· conversation a few moments 
ago which I had with the Senator from New Hampshire be
cause it seems to settle this thing. The Senator went out ~hen 
I wanted him to stay. The Senator from New Hampshire and 
I agree that protection should be the difference between the 
cost of production here and abroad and a pro.fit to the manu
facturer, save that when it is extortion. Does not the Senator 
agree to that himself? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I will answer that by a concrete illustration. 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. The Senator can answer it by yes or no. 

It is a principle, not an illustration. 
Mr. ALDRICH. I will answer it by a concrete illustration. 

The specific rates imposed upon cotton cloths in the House bill 
and in the present law, the act of 1897, and the act of 1894 
known as the "Wilson-Gorman tariff law," are practically pro: 
hibitory. There were few importations under them and there 
can be none in the nature of things. 

Now, if the Senator thinks he is bound to vote against and to 
remove all the extortionate duties from the statute books of the 
United States, why does be not suggest that these rates which 
have been practically prohibitory during all the time th~y have 
been on the statute books, shall be reduced? There are in the 
bill as it stands now before the Senate, and there has been in 
every tariff bill that has been enacted since 1861, many rates 
that are above the protective lines, which have been kept there 
because no man bas suggested their removal. They have per
formed a, great service by keeping out of the country the surplus 
of our manufacturing competitors at times when they had a sur
plus which they .could not dispose of at home. So far as I 
know they had no result that was dangerous to the people of 
the United States. 

And yet the Senator from Indiana and his associates who 
sympathize with his ideas in regard to this matter - have not 

-appeared here and asked to have those rates reduced. If the 
Senator desires to be a consistent opponent of high duties, why 
should he not try to reduce some of those duties and spend 
some of his surplus energies in that direction? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I have heard what I little expected to hear . 
I knew my friend from Rhode Island was getting to be a higher 
protectionist as the years went on, but I never expected to hear 
him say, first, that he was in favor of maintaining prohibitive 
duties, and, second, I was startled to hear him actually say 
that there are on the statute booki;i prohibitive duties, which 
have been kept there because nobody has paid any attention to 
them. 

1\Ir. BACON. l\Ir. President--
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from In

diana yield to the Senator from Georgia? 
.l\fr. BEVERIDGE. Certainly. 
l\Ir. BACON. Will the Senator permit me a moment? I 

understood the Senator from Rhode Island to say that the cotton 
schedule is prohibitory. · 

Mr. ALDRICH. I said in certain respects it was. Of course 
there has been--

Mr. BACON. I simply want to call attention to the fact that 
under them the importation in 1907 was $73,704,000 of manu
factured cotton goods. 

l\Ir. ALDRICH. The Senator misunderstood me if he thinks 
I said anything of that kind. I said the specific rate now in 
force upon cotton cloths on goods valued below 7 to 20 cents 
a yard are practically prohibitive. They are practically pro
hibitive and at the same time they are of a character that no
body has ever found fault with them because there has been 
no reasou for it. They do not affect anybody injuriously ! .nd 
many of the goods are worth less than the duty. There is no 
person in the United States who is disposed to find any fault 
with it. I am not suggesting, as the Senator says, any argu
ment in favor of prohibitive duties. They are there--

1\lr. BEVERIDGE. I did not have to suggest it; the Senator 
said it. I will give the Senator an illustration : Within the last 
week, where I exercised some feeble activity to reduce a pro
hibitive duty, and not only a prohibitive duty, but an outrageous 
duty, the Senator from Ithode Island [Mr ALDRICH] yielded on 
those universal necessities-bacon, hams, and lard. He Mmself 
brought in an amendment here which reduced his whole scale of 
duties 20 per cent, and he will find it in the RECORD. He then . 
stated that even the rates existing in the Wilson law-3 
cents-were prohibitive. He was not satisfied to fix a duty of 
3 cents, which he said was prohibitive,- yet he brought it in from 
his committee at 5 cents a pound on hams and lard and bacon
food necessities of the people-which he admitted in debate, and 
he will find it in. the RECORD, was 2 cents higher than a prohibi
tive tariff, and he himself from his committee brought forward 
an amendment reducing it to 4 cents. Is not that true? 

l\fr. ALDRICH. The rates are fixed in this bill for protective 
purposes. 

l\fr. BEVERIDGE. What was that fixed for? 
l\fr. ALDRICH. For protective purposes as against possible _ 

importations under certain conditions. One is just as important 
as the other. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Now will the Senator continue a colloquy 
with me? 

l\fr. ALDRICH. Of course; I can not help it. 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. Yes; you can. I have the :floor. The 

Senator originally agreed to that amendment-brought it in him
self. For that purpose, was it? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Which purpose? 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. The purpose that you stated; for the 

purpose of protecting these daily provisions from competition 
under certain circumstances. 

l\lr. ALDRICH. That is right. 
l\lr. BEVERIDGE. Why did he wait for months after he 

had proposed his first rate and then bring in an amendment ad
mitting that he was 20 per cent wrong? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I stated frankly at the time I did it, I was 
hoping, but I hoped in vain, that the change of rate from 5 to 4 
cents, which did not affect the principle at all and did not affect 
the result at all, would stop the discussion. It did not stop the 
discussion. I stated frankly at the time that it made no differ
ence in my mind whether the rate was 4 or 5 cents. There was 
an attempt made to prolong the discussion upon the subject 
and I said I would withdraw the amendment. That ·is th~ 
entire story. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Why not apply that to this whole bill? 
I think the Senator can get an a-greement to vote upon the bill 
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to-morrow by doing the same thing in proportion to other rates 
raised; he can with me. Why does he not do it? 

1\fr. ALDRICH. I am not sure whether the Senator speaks 
for anybody else. 

Ur. BEVEilIDGE. That is my opinion. I do not speak for 
anybody else. Will the Senator let me have an opinion? 

Mr. ALDRICII. I must confess that I am a little puzzled 
· about the question who is leading the opposition to the bill. 

Ur. BEVERIDGE. There again comes an attempt to becloud 
the is ue by personal references. 

I will agree to go as far as the Senator. I concede to all 
Senators on either side, whether on the Democratic side or 
who disagree with me on this side, the fullest sincerity for the 
views as they have stated them. Why does not the Senator do 
as nll his other colleagues? He is constantly saying " your 
associates." That is the trouble about this bill, and has been 
right from the start, and I am not the only Senator who thinks 
so. We have in good faith asked for facts and explanations, 
which we had a right. to do, and it was their duty to answer 
with factf: and explanations, instead of answering with sneers 
and retorts. That is what we have been given instead of the 
facts and the explanations which it was the Senator's duty, as 
the chairman of the committee and the servant of the Senate, to 
give to the humblest Senator on this floor. 

Mr . .ALDRICH. I intend briefly--
~1r. BEVERIDGE. I h:.n--e treated the Senator very kindly. 
Mr. ALDRICH. I want to say just a word, Mr. President. 

The Senator interrupted me in the middle of a sentence. He 
made .a proposition that we vote on this bill immediately if 

·we would do certain things. I was about to say--
Mr. BEVERIDGE. I was expressing an opinion. 
Mr. ALDRICH. I ha-rn been greatly p_uzzled for a number 

of days to know to whom to apply for an agreement to take 
a vote on the bill. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Apply to the Senate. 
Mr. ALDRICH. I mean whose consent I would ha\e to get. 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. You have to get the consent of the Senate. 
Mr. ALDRICH. It has been usual in matters of this kind, 

·as to differences represented by the two different parties, to 
apply to the rep·re entatives of the minority party to see if 
some ti.me could not be fixed for taking a vote, but I must con

. fe that I have been greatly puzzled to know to whom to apply. 
As I said a few moments ago there seem to be a few privates 
but a large number of brigadiers leading. 

The Senator from Indiana, who seems at the moment to have 
the floor, in that official position states that he will agree to 
take a vote if we will agree to certain propositions. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. The Senator will excuse me. I said I 
·thought the Senator could probably get an agreement if he 
would at once follow the precedent he himself made in reducing 
the Senate committee's rate on hams, bacon, and lard. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I think the RECORD will show that the Sena
tor said he would agree. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. The RECORD will show. 
l\.Ir. ALDRICH. I would like· to ha\e, if possible-I do not 

know whether it is or not-some official declaration as to who 
are the representatives of the heterogeneous combination who 
are oppo· ing this bill. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Who is the official representative of that 
combination who are bound to go, as the Senator from South 

·Carolina [l\Ir. TILLMAN] declared the other day, not upon the 
Virtues of each individual schedule, but upon agreements to pro
tect a certain number of schedules-lumber rates, lead rates, 
and so forth? Who is the representative of that combination? 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator from Indiana has once in a 
while strayed into the camp himself. I think he voted for a 
duty on lead ore. He has been occasionally found in our 
mid t, and I do not know to whom he refers as "this com
bination." 

l\Ir. BEVERIDGE. I do not know to whom the Senator 
refers by "this heterogeneous mass." I admit, Ur. Presi
dent--

l\fr. ALDRICH. I withdraw that. 
l\fr. BEVERIDGE. If the Senator wants to use that term, 

he is trem~.dously for discipline himself; fi:nd I wish to say 
that yesterday I went to Concord and Lexington-and now 
that I think of it, the Senator in his successirn preliminary 
victories reminded me of the advancing party--

,Mr. ALDRICH. I think I have the floor. 
l\Ir. BEVERIDGE. I yielded it to you, and you must not 

prevent this now. 
His reference to the heterogenous mass and ~s disciplined 

~forces put me in mind of the advance of the well-disciplined, 
compact British troops of Major Pitcairn at Lexington and 
their first little v~ctory there; but I r~d him ~ he is the 

Major Pitcairn of those advancing disciplined battalions, the 
end of the march is Concord and Old North Bridge. We ru·e 
the minute men, if you want to put it that way; and you are 
the British. I do not know but that the i·evolutionary simile 
goes further-but I will no.t pursue it now. 

Mr. BACON. I desire to say to the Senator from Rhode 
Island that there may be a well-founded doubt as to who is in 
charge and who can peak by authority on this side, but there 
is not a particle of doubt as to who speaks with authority on 
the other side. All that is necessary to get anything in this bill 
is to get the consent and approval of the Senator from Rhode 
Island, and they all vote that way. 

l\Ir. ALDRICH. Perhaps I ought to withdraw the worcl "het
erogenous." Perhaps that word may be offensive to some Sen
ators who have been in opposition. 

l\Ir. BEVERIDGE. I suggest to the Senator, why does he not 
simply say"' Senators?" . 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from 
Rhode Island yield to the Senator from Indiana? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Certainly. 
l\Ir. BEVERIDGE. Why does he not call us "Senators" 

here? We are equal in rights. 
Mr. ALDRICH. I do not think the term "Senators" would 

quite an wer the case. 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. The Senator is afraid he will lo e some 

of bis well-diseiplined mass by their straagling over into the 
heterogeneou mass unless he wields the whip of rebuke. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chai!' has not rec
ognized the Senator from Indiana. The Senator from Ilhode 
Island has the floor. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Tlie Senator from Indiana is aware, I pre
sume, as well as the Senator from Georgia, that those of us 
who have the responsibility of this legi lation are voting to
gether because we are loyal Republicans, because we believe 
in the doctrine of protection, and we believe in its application 
to e\ery interest and to every section alike. I think it is a 
matter of great congratulation to the p ople of the United 
States that there are a majority of Republicans and protec
tionists in this body who will control this legislation. But that 
was not what I was talking about. I was trying, if I could, to 
analyze the opposition to our position for the purpose of find
ing out whom I should addre s for the purpose of trying to fix 
a ti.me to get a •ote upon the bill. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Addres the Senate. 
Mr. ALDRICH. 1'Ir. President, if I followed my own inclina

tion, I would, perhaps, be willing to agree with the Sen·ator 
from Indiana that he was the representative of. this combina
tion-I will not say "heterogeneous combination," bot this com
bination which seems to have one common purpose. 

1\Ir. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President--
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from 

Rhode Island yield to the Sena tor from Indiana? 
1\Ir. ALDRICH. I do. 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. I can not permit the Senator to transfer 

to me that trade-mark, to which he alone is entitled-the word 
"combination." 

1\Ir. ALDRICH. Mr. President, I think the Senator--
Ur. BEVERIDGE. I will ask the Senator if he thinks there 

is any one of the schedules over which we have fought hardest 
that had a chance of passing this body if it stood on its own 
feet and was not combined with the interest of other Senators 
and other schedules? What does he think about it? 

The PRESIDJlli.~T pro tempore. Senators know the rule, and 
ought to obey it.. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator has talked about defeat-
Mr. BEVERIDGE. Defeat? Not ours. I ha\e talked about 

the British. 
Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator has talked about the defeat of 

the will of the majority of the Senate sitting upon this ide of 
the Senate. By whom shall that defeat be consummated? By 
Republican votes? No. How many are there of the Reuub
licans who. are willing to destroy or to break down this system? 
By whose votes do s the Senator from Indiana expect to 
defeat the Republicans in this body if they are defeated? 
That is the proposition that he is discus ing. If this initial 
engagement is to be followed by the final defeat of the Re
publican party, who is · to defeat it? Where are the vote to 
come from? Who is to marshal these combined forces? What 
is to be the character of the new doctrine that these apo ties 
are to preach to us? Is it to be the platform of the Democratic 
party, or is it to be the platform of a new party, with three 
pre idential candidates in sight? 

How does the Senator expect to consummn,te this union, this 
unholy alliance, for the purpose of breaking down the principles 
and policies of the party which stands for American interests? 
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I have respect fer the Senators who sit upon the other side of 
ithe Ohamber . . I have respect for some of the Senators sitting 
upon this side of the Chamber-and I have two of them in my 
view at this moment-wllo have been in the past, and who are 
now consistent tariff reformers, who believe tha-t the .rates of 
duty are too high and have always believed it and ·have always 
said it. But we are confronted now with a new eyangel, with 
a new doctrine that threatens to destroy us all, destroy us by 
Democratic votes, with an army who have no -sympathy what
ever with his maYement or his leadership. 

That is the plain story about this whole business. Here we 
haYe 29 Democratic Senators-

Mr. OVERMAN. Thil'ty-one. 
Mr. ALDRICH. Thirty-one Democratic Senators, and a few 

others-
Mr. MONEY. Thirty-two. 
Mr. ALDRICH. And a few others who are voting with 

them on every proposition involved in this bill; and yet the 
Sena tor from Indiana undertakes to lecture us and to say we 
are in .favor of extortionate rates, and to say that he, with the 
aid of Democratic votes, is trying to save the Republican pa.rty. 

Now, that mission will not be accomplished in that manner. 
The Senators who are here voting for these protective proposi
tions represent the communities and the States that can, and 
have, and will elect Republicri.n .Presidents, and we are not 
here to be deflected from our views by suggestions that by a 
combination of enemies our party is to meet a Concord and a 
Lexington. . 

Now, gentlemen, there is no use trying to disguise this .mat
ter. We, as Republicans, ru·e responsible for this legislation. 
I am in a responsible position as chairman of the committee 
having the bill in charge ; and, so far as I am concerned and so 
far, in my judgment, as the great majority of Republican Sena
tors ru·e concerned, we intend to enact a tariff bill that will 
follow the principles of protection and a protective policy, 
whether it was written in the platform at Chicago or elsewhere. 
That is the highest mandate which was possibly given to us. 
That is the mission which we are here to carry out; and, 
whether the Senator is able to vote with 31 Democrats or .any 
.number--

Mr. STO:NE. Some of t11em vote with you. 
Mr. ALDRICH. Some of them vote 'Yith llS, as the Senator 

ha s stated. 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. That suggestion did not come from me. 
Mr. ALDRICH. No; but if the Senator thinks that by com

bining with the Democrats in this Chamber or out of it he is 
to assert and to uphold a new standard for the Republican 
party to follow in the future, I think he is mistaken. l do not 
know what the emblems upon that standard will be. I propose 
to :find that out before I make a new departure in that direc
tion. 

No, the Senator from Indiana, l think, in his desil'e to have a 
vote and to be acknowledged as the leader of this combination
to-be-whatever I may call it-is mistaken in his premises. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President, I make bold to say that if 
the Senator had begun at the beginning of this debate in dis
cussing chedules and giving reasons and facts instead of hurl
ing anathemas ma.I·anathas as to his questioners there would 
'have been more reductions, as I think there will be in the end· 
and thus much of this difficulty would have been avoided. But 
the.pursuit of the tacticswhich I haye not seen with gratification 
for about ten days, and which is renewed ·here this morning 
can not becloud the issue in the minds of intelligent men. Th~ 
Senator says our party ! Which party? 

Mr. CLAPP. Will the Senator pardon me a moment? 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. Certainly. 
Mr. CLAPP. I wish to make a suggestion right here. The 

country is impatient at the delay in the passage of this bill. 
We have our differences on these schedules. This, thank 
Heaven, is one spot in this Republic where we can haTe debate 
and we ought to ha-ve it on these schedules. But, without in~ 
tending any reflections upon anyone in particular, I do not be
lieve we are making any headway or that we ru·e ·serving any 
public purpose in the disc.nssion that has now ensued for the 
last two hour . 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President, the Senator from Minne
sota has also, like the Senator from West Virginia, evidently 
been out of the Chamber regaling himself at lunch when the 
debate came up, or he would know what sprang out of the 
discussion, and the concrete discussion of ·Certain items here this 
morning. 

Mr. CLAPP. Pardon me one .moment. The Senator from 
·1\finnesota has not been out of his seat here, but has seen the 
hands of the Sen.ate clock pass two hours without Senators 
even touching upon the question of the merits of the schedules 
ill this bill. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Whose fault is that? The Senator from 
Rhode Island :shakes his head-yet he has taken about as much 
time as anybody, and given practically all the provocation. 

Now, about our party. It is just as much the pru'ty of the 
Senator from Iowa and the Senator from Indiana as it is of 
the Senator .from Rhode Is1and, although he seems not to recog
nize that fact. If the Senator wants it to go out to the country 
as to which is the better Republican of the two, himself or my
self, if he· wants to draw between the Senators upon this side 
invidious comparisons, ·he can do so, and I think we will all be 
willing to take the country's judgment upon that question. But 
I know, we all know, that the purpose ·the Senator has advanced 
is merely strategical and is to consolidate the ranks that he has 
thus far brought together. I wonder if he has misgivings that 
he can much longer hold them together. 

Mr. President, the same old thing has been said from the 
beginning. If it is a question of the rate upon razors, if we ask 
the facts; about carbons, if some suggestioo is made that we 
should like to have a little information about that; about 
cotton or upon anything else, the Senator from Rhode Island, 
with great vigor, which I think is almost sincere, declares that 
we are trying to break down the system of protection. That 
is his answer. The reduction of one-eighth of a cent on lead 
was sufficient for the Senator to believe that we were actually 
becoming free traders. The intimation has been made that the 
Republicans would meet their defeat at the hands of the "com
bination." Well, Mr. President, the suggestion did not come 
from me; it never has; but it came from the Senator from 
Missouri [Mr. STONE], that there had been votes from the Demo
cmtic side with the Senator from Rhode Island that was for 
the " combination." I never charged it. Why, then, does the 
Senator, when we vote for what we believe in, charge us with 
a combination with men who believe more completely in what 
the Senator appears to believe than in what they were to be
lie-vein? J: conceive that that is hardly a profitable line for the 
Senator to follow. 

Mr. President, it is a question, not of principle, but it is a 
question -of judgment on details, and I point out most sincerely 
to the Senator from Rhode Island once more, that the only 
danger the protective system is in is that it shall have in
justice jammed into it, and that when we try to squeeze the 
injustice out of this bill, we are doing better service for the 
preservation of the system than the Senator is doing in keeping 
rates even 1 cent too high. The reason was explained in the 
speech of the Secretary ·of the Treasury at Chicago-::-! remem
ber it vecy well-in which he said that we will have time for 
the currency law and we will have time for other things if 
we get the tariff settled so that the _people will accept it, and 
we will get it settled that way only by a revision downward. 

The Senator says that ours is a new doctrine. He is the 
only Senator upon this or any other side who has yet appeared 
to say that it is a new doctrine. The Senator from New 
Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER], as he told the Senator, almost as 
earnest a protectionist as he, was able to agree with me upon 
what doctrine it ·was, but what we contend against is a per
Tersion of that dctrine. If, in the end, we have any success in 
getting these reductions, it will not be by the aid of our 
Democratic friends, who when divided much have never voted 
with us in large and in such numbers as they have with the 
Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH]; but more reductions 
will come by the efforts of Republicans on this floor and Re
publicans in the House and elsewhere in the usual process of 
legislation. That is what I hope to see, and it is a reasonable 
hope. 

The Senator referred to two or three presidential candi
dates--

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President--
The PRESIDE1\1T pro tempore. Does the Senator from Indi

ana _yield to the Senator from New Hampshire? 
1\ir. BEVERIDGE. In just a moment I will yield. 
Mr. President, I have never heard any presidential candidate 

suggested, except that man who is now our President, and who 
will carry our banner in the next campaign, and carry it to 
victory. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President--
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Indi

ana now yield? 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. Certainly. 
Mr. GALLli~GER. ~Ir. President, I will occupy but a mo

ment. I have :no disposition to speak at length, as I want this 
bill hurried along as rapidly as possible. The Senator from 
Indiana has several times stated the fact that he and I agree. 
I want to call---

Mr. BEVERIDGE. We agree on definitions. 
Mr. GALLINGER. I want to call the attention of the Senator 

to the fact that so far as the Chicago platform is concerned. we 
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do agree, but the Senator has used the term "extortion" several 
times, w4ich I do not agree to, for the reason that even if the 
duty were raised beyond adequate protection, as defined by the 
Chicago platform, it would not be extortion. It would keep 
out foreign products; and if any harm came, it would come to 
the foreigner; but it would not be extortion so far as we are 
concerned. . 

I have very clear views as to the _protective doctrine, and I 
enunciated them to the best of my ability in this Chamber fifteen 
years ago. I have just been looking at the speech I then made. 
I will not stop to read my definition of protection as I then gave 
it, but I think it is ound protecfrrn doctrine. 'Ve certainly 
ought to have tariff rates sufficiently high to protect our own 
people against . competition on unequal terms with the. foreigner. 
That is exactly what the Chicago platform declares, and I 
stand with every Senator, whether he is a Republican or a 
Democrat or a so-called "progressive Republican," upon that 
ground. I do not, however, think the term " extortion " a 
happy word. 

.l\fr. BEVERIDGE. The Senator will remember the provoca
tion that brought out the term " extortion." 

l\Ir. GALLINGER. I was about to· add that e-ven though cer
tain rates may be prohibitive, as those of us who are protec
tionists know they always have been on low-grade cottons 
and certain other inconsequential things in our tariff laws, no 
extortion is practiced. 

l\lr. BEVERIDGE. It was happier than the words "free 
trader" that were applied. Now, just one word more. The 
Senator from Rhode Island expressed some curiosity about 
what emblem would be painted upon our banner. His imagina
tion, which recently is becoming very vivid, conjures up com
petition from hina and Japan in the cotton industry. Now his 
heated imagination sees a new banner and he asks for an in
scription upon it. 

Well, I think I will tell him. Once in a while I read a pas
sage in literature that makes a profound impression upon me. 
When a boy I read this, and I have never forgotten it. It is 
said of Richelieu, who was one of the greatest men who ever 
lh'·ed or ever .. will lh·e, that, when be was dying, those who 
wanted to know the secret of his power came to him and asked 
him for it. The old man, with his declining strength, said : 

Some say that it is cunning, that I am a fox; some say that it is 
courage, that I am a lion. My children, it is neither ; it is simply jus
tice, for I have been just. 

From that time on, 1\Ir. President, that dramatic tale sank so 
deeply into my soul that I have felt that justice is the sovereign 
word in all the world-just that one word, justice. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President--
1\Ir. BEVERIDGE. Pardon me a minute. It is that which 

causes public peace, quiet, and content, and it is the absence of 
that which bas cau...,ed every disturbance, economic and political, 
1n the history of the world; and so the Senator can depend upon 
it, that the emblem that will be inscribed upon any banner under 
which I march-I care not by whom carried-will have blazoned 
on its ample folds that one word, "justice," and that is the 
emblem on our banner to-day-our banner, the old Republican 
banner, the American banner, with "justice" inscribed upon it. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, that is a beautiful senti
ment, I will say to the Senator from Indiana, but he must re
member that Aristides rather overworked it. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. No; I said Richelieu. 
:Mr. GALLINGER. True; but I referred to Aristides the 

Just, of whom the Senator from Indiana has read. 
Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, I certainly ha.Ye no desire to 

jnterfere with the very delightful pastime of our friends on 
th other side, but I ha ·rn not failed to observe that, e-ven in 
their bitterness toward each other, they have both taken care 
to mi repre ent the ...-otes and the attitude of Democratic Sen
ators. The Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH], reply
ing to a statement of the Senator fi·om Indiana [Mr. BEVERIDGE], 
stated that on omc ...-otes Senators on this side had shown 
them el...-es protectionists. The Senator from Rhode Island 
know better than that, except possibly in one or two instances. 

Mr . .ALDRI H. I think that is true. If I said anything to 
the contrary I did not mean to say it. I think the Senator is 
entirely accurate in what he is now ... aying. 

Mr. BAILEY. The 8enator's statement was broad enough to 
incl ncle a 11 Sena tors ou this side. 

l\Ir. AI..1DRICH. I withdraw the suggestion, then, because I 
know perfectly well th~t, ~ith one or two exceptions, those 
Senators are not and could not be properly classed as protec
tionists. 

l\I?. BAILEY. Then, Mr. President, that relieves me from the 
necessity of making further reply to the Senator from Ilhocle 
Island. Tlle Senator from Indiana does not happen to be pres-

ent at the moment to withdraw the suggestion which he made, 
which I have no doubt he would do if he were present and it 
were called to his attention. 

There can be absolutely no excuse for any man to accuse a 
Democratic Senator of protection sympathies when that Demo
cratic Senator votes for a duty of 10 or 12 or 15 per cent on 
any commodity. '£he suggestion that a Democrat must always 
vote for every motion to put every article on the free list can 
be red11ced to an obvious absurdity. Suppo"le we had a ma
jority-and we shall have it some day if these quarrels of 
yours continue-suppo. e we sheul<l have a majority in Con
gress, and one Democrat nfter another, professing himself to be 
a re...-enue tariff reformer, should move to put this and that 
artic!e on the free li·"t, and suppose the Democratic majority 
supported every such motion that was made, the result of it 
would be that we shonld have a tariff bill that would raise no 
revenue, and we would belie the ancient and time-honored pro
fe~sions of our party. 
- The Senator from Rhode Island knows the difference between 
a tariff for revenue and a tariff for protection, though some 
of his associates do not appear to know it. I am not sure that 
I can quote the rule laid down by James K. Polk in his mes
sage to Congress in December, 1845, but I belieYe I can substan
tially repeat it. No man before his day, and no man since 
that day, has ever laid down a more perfect rule or rather has 
ever made a more perfect statement of the rule. 

Mr. Polk's declaration wa this: That as long as it was 
possible to raise the rate without diminishing the revenue you 
were· within the Imes of the Democratic party, and that a man 
only ceased to be an advocate of a tariff for revenue when he 
voted for a rate so high that it would diminish the revenue. 
Under that test-and I invite its application to all the votes 
we have given-it is not true that any man can fairly charge 
the Democratic Senators in this Chamber with advocating pro
tection. 

There may be one or two protectionists on this side; but that 
is not unusual. l\lr. President, men forget, or else they did not 
have the industry to learn, that when the Democratic tariff act 
of 1 46 passed this Chamber it pas ed by a majority of one vote, 
and that one Yote was cast by a Whig, acting under the in
structions of the legi lature of Tenne see. Nor mu t it JJe for
gotten that on the pa age of that bill three Democrats voted 
"nay "-the two Senators from Pennsyll::mia and the enator 
from Connecticut, as I now recall, 1\If. Niles. At one time the 
vote on that bill wa a tie. Upon the motion to engro s the 
amendments and to pass the bill to its third reading the vote 
was a tie, three Democrats haying voted with the Whigs, the 
Whigs Yoting with unanimity. That tie was di olved by the 
casting vote of the Vice-President of the United States in an 
address which it would be well for Senators even in this day 
to read. 
· Not only is that b·ue, but the Whig tariff act of 1842 pas ed 
by a small majority, receiving the ...-otes of four Democratic 
Senators, and four Whig Senators casting their votes against 
it. One of the Democratic Senators that voted for that Whig 
tariff act of 1842 afterwards became the President of the 
United States, nominated and elected as a Democrat. James 
Buchanan sat here then as a Senator from ·pennsylv:mia, and 
on the roll call he voted for the Whig tariff act of 1842. The 
Democratic party, and no other party, has ever been so pro
scriptiYe as to demand of everyone who professes its faith ab
solute obedience in all things. I regret that Democrats e'er 
differ, but we do not more frequently or more widely differ 
than Republicans do, and you will perceive that when you call 
the roll. I venture my reputation for foresight, poor as it 
may be, that when you call the roll on the passage of the pend
ing bill more Republicans will vote against it than Democrats 
will vote for it. 

1\Ir. President, it is well enough in this time, when accusa
tions are flying thick and fast, that we remember that our 
fathers were not le s divided on both sides of the Chamber. 
But they were more 'tolerant. Perhaps I might relate, and it 
is worth while to relate, that in 1844 the Democratic banner 
in the pivotal State of Pennsylvania bore this legend: " Polk, 
Dallas, and the tariff act of 1842." It was as if in the last presi
dential campaign we bad written "Bryan, Kern, and the Ding
ley law;" and yet, remarkable as it may appear, the Democratic 
party carried the State of Pennsylvania in that election, and, 
remarkable as it may also appear, Henry Clay carried the State 
of Tennessee, the home of Mr. Polk, by the slender majority of 
133 ...-otes. 

These divisions, Mr. President, are not new; indeed, I think 
they are less than they formerly were on this side, and they 
are greater, I rejoice to say, than they formerly were on the 
other side. I rejoice in your divisions, because I belieYe out of 
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them will come some good to the Democratic party and more 
good to the people of the country. Your arguments to-day will 
sink into the minds of the American people and they will be 
understood. One Republican stands up and says, " I" am not in 
favor of an extortionate tariff;" another stands up and says, 
"I am in favor of a reasonable protection," and yet both of 
them declare that protection does not increase prices to domes
tic consumers. How can they reconcile it? If protection does 
not increase the price to the American consumer, why does any 
Senator object to any rate? If protection does not increase do
mestic prices, then 5 per cent is no better nor worse than 500 
per cent . . How can one protection be a reasonable one and an
other protection be an extortionate one, unless all protection in
creases pro tanto the prices of these commodities to the Ameri
can consumer? 

Indeed, Mr. President, why do you want a protective tariff? 
You say you want it to enable manufacturers to pay American 
laborers more than they could pay them under a free trade O!.' a 
tariff for revenue regime. How can you pay the laborers more 
for making the goods unless you charge the consumers more 
when they buy the goods? According to every rule of logic in 
the world, your platform commits you to the proposition that 
protection will increase the price to the American consumer 
on every commodity on which a duty is laid. 

I assumed, until we passed into this debate, that that was 
admitted in the main. The first great argument ever made 
in this country on tiehalf of the establishment of manufactories 
was made by Alexander Hamilton in that elaborate report 
which he made to Congress in 1791. He did not attempt to 
disguise the fact that the duty would in a large measure be 
added to the price of the article. They did not then make the 
labor argument which you make now. Strange to say, one of 
the original objections to the proposal to establish manufac
tories was that labor was so scarce and high in the United 
States that factories never could be successfully operated. 

It was urged then that high wages were an impediment to 
the establishment of manufactories, but now you say that 
protection is the cause of high wages. But whether cause or 
effect, whether an obstacle or not, it is still true, if your Re
publican platform means anything, that you recognize that a. 
protective tariff will increase the price which the manufacturer 
receives for his goods, although you promise to distribute that 
increased price to his laborers and add the balance of it to his 
profits. 

Mr. President, I, myself, am not ve1·y much surprised that 
Republican Senators differ about the meaning of the Repub
lican platform. I believe it was deliberately written to possess 
a double meaning; I believe it was written so that p1·otection
ists could read it up and tariff reformers could read it down. 
I am more than justified in that belief by the utterly irrecon
cilable constructions which Republicans of equal intelligence, 
of equal sincerity, are daily placing upon it. 

But, Mr. President, I did not rise for that. I only rose to 
utter my protest amidst these Republican altercations against 
having the participants in them misstate the position of the 
Democratic party. Whenever a Republican can point to a vote 
that we have cast above a reasonable revenue standard, except 
when we voted for a lower protective duty as against a higher 
protective duty, then he .can accuse us of favoring protection; 
but until we do cast such a vote no honest man among them 
has a right to say that we are in favor of protection. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. 1\fr. President, a question has been raised 
here as to those of us who are not always able to agree with 
and support what the Finance Committee presents, and such a 
challenge by the leader of the Republican side of this Chamber 
requires even that the humblest man here who is not always 
able to agree with him should not permit the pressure of time 
to excuse him from stating exactly what he represents. 

I have made no combination in this tariff conti:oversy with 
anybody on either side of the Chamber. I have tried to get a 
just combination with the facts and fig~res which concern these 
tariff schedules. I have sought by conscientious study to find 
out what these rates ought to be, and wherever I have found in 
the report of the Finance Committee a _ rate which appeared to 
be higher than it ought to be I have not hesitated to introduce 
an amendment to reduce it to a reasonable level. It has not 
hurt my feelings at all that our brethren on the other side of 
the Chamber have so often concurred in these amendments. 
My theory is that every man stands on this floor face to face 
with his duty as advised by his individual judgment and in
formation upon the quesction. I shall seek no votes on either 
side of this Chamber except by public discussion here, which I 
have not altogether abstained from as to the details of this 
measure. I not only refused to go about seeking votes, but it 
has long since ceased to be a part of my expectation to receive 

enough votes to give effect to the opimons which I have felt 
called upon to express about some of the schedules of this bill. 

Yet, Mr. President, it ought not to be said that I do not rep· 
resent anybody. I am trying to represent nearly 3,000,000 
people, whose commission I bear here. I am trying, also, to 
interpret as best I can the purpose and the promise of the great 
party to which I have devoted -the energy and strength of my 
whole political life, and I desire to call the attention of those 
who would narrow and belittle the work I am trying to do here 
to the fact that I am not without .countenance in high circles 
among those who are now responsible for the adm.inistration of 
the Government under the platform and the purpose of the old 
Republican party, for on last Saturday night the Secretary of 
the Treasury, speaking in his home city, used these wordi;i: 

What the people expect
He said-
What the people expect is what the protectionist Republican party 

promised in its last year's platform, as interpreted by its candidate for 
the Presidency, and while it is talking against the wind to argue that 
the revision expected is not a revision down, it would be equally futile 
to say that the revision down was promised to be a revision down and 
out. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Will the Senator permit me there? 
Mr. DOLLIVER. Certainly. 
l\Ir. BEVERIDGE. I had heard from certain sources that 

the term "revision down and out" was to be applied to the 
revisionists. One little sentence will let the air out of the 
bubble and that is this: What we have contended for is against 
an increase of the du.ties fixed by the House, and not for a 
decrease. 

Ur. DOLLIVER. I have found it very convenient and con
sistent with my own purpose and view to disagree with nearly 
every proposition to increase the House rates, although not 
in all cases. I have already said that I am myself governe'd 
by old-fashioned Republican doctrines; and wherever an in
dustry appears to me to need a higher duty than the House 
gave it, or even a higher duty than the Dingley law gave i_t, 
I haYe not hesitated, after careful consideration of the ques
tion, to stand by the ancient Republican faith. 

The doctrine which I represent here is that we ought to re
duce these duties when it can be done without a violation of the 
principle of protection as interpreted by the Republican party, 
and especially as interpreted by the leadership of the Repub
lican party in the administration of which we are ourselves a 
part. 

I find the Secretary of the Treasury saying that the Repub
lican party promised in the last platform, as interpreted by its 
candidate for the Presidency, that there should be a revision 
downward. He says distinctly-and I will print that portion of 
his remarks relating to the tariff which appeared in the 
Chicago Tribune and the Chicago Record-Herald-if that is 
not done, the tariff question will not be out of the way. He 
says the demand for tariff revision was not for a radical and 
not for an impracticable reduction. ' · 

He says that-
Everybody unde1·stood that the Republican platform stood for and 

would continue to stand for protection- . 
Ne-vertheless, he says that it was the understanding of the 

public and it was the profession of the leadership of the pa.Tty 
that the schedules of the tariff should be on the whole reduced. 

The following is from the report of Secretary. MacVeagh's 
speech as it appears in the Chicago Record-Herald: 

PREDICTS TARIFF REVlSIO '· 

Upon the question of the tariff Mr. MacYeagh predicted that the re
vision would be such that the people would accept. The main point 
was to satisfy those of the Middle · West. "But if they are not made 
satisfied.," he said, "then the tariff question will unfortunately not be 
ont of the way and we will not have rest and we will not have a clear 
field for currency reform." The demand for tariff revision, he in
sisted, was not for a radical and not for an impracticable reduction, 
because everybody understood that the Republican party stood "for and 
would continue to stand for protection. " What the people expect," he 
contended, "is what the protectionist Republican party promised in its 
last year's platform as interpreted by its candidate for the Presidency, 
and, while it is talking against the wind to argue that the revision 
expected is not a revision down, it would be equally futile to say that 
the revision down was promised to be a revision down and out." 

I will add the somewhat fuller report in the Chicago Tribune 
of the same date : 

TARIFF TO PLEASE PEOPLE. 

It seems to me that the chances are largely in favor of a revision 
that the people will accept. -

What the people expect is what the protectionist Republican party 
promised in its last year's platform. .And while it is talking against 
the wind to argue that the revision expected is not a revision down, it 
would be equally futile to say · that the revision down was promised to 
be a revision down and out. 

In conclusion, one word about the President. He, too, seems to be 
of good cheer a.s to this tarit! question. Ee seems to place great reli
ance upon the wisdom of the Congress and upon its public spirit. Of 
course it is easier to be complacent when you know you have the last 
word. and that the last word is a combina,tion of language and big stick. 
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The President is an optimist and tremendously able, with full con
fidence in his ability to bring things to pass. He is so strong and big 
and con.fident that he will wait a long time, however, before he will 
fully use his strength, but the impression he makes is that if his 
antagonism should be aroused nothing could stop him. 

His mind is wedded to principles and ideas. He is just. He is 
generous. And he is the most attractive and delightful man to work 
with that you can possibly imagine. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. President--
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Iowa 

yield to the Senator from Michigan? 
l\fr. SMITH of Michigan. I simply want to observe at this 

point, if I have the privilege of the Senator from Iowa, that the 
statement attributed to the Secretary of the Treasury last Satur
day night, and which he has just read, reveals that distinguished 
officer of our Government in a marvelously consistent light. He 
entertained exactly the same views in 1892. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. I am prepared for the general disparage
ment of the Secretary of the Treasury as being wanting in re
publicanism--

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I .am not disparaging him. 
Mr. DOLLIVER. Then for what purpose does my friend rise? 
Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Simply to show that he is consist-

ent in his views, and some of us hope to be in ours. 
Mr. DOLLIVER. For nearly twenty years the Secretary of 

the Treasury has been consistent with the views and the inter
ests and the candidates of the Republican party, and he stands 
now in the closest confidential relation possinle with the Presi
dent of the United States. Is he disqualified to say that the Re
publican platform, as interpreted by the President, led the public 
to expect a revision of the tariff in a downward direction? 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. No, Mr. President, I do not con
sider that he is competent to say it, or at least to bind the Re
publican party by his declaration. I have no words of criti
cism to offer upon the public life or the character or the intelli
gence of the Secretary of the Treasury, but I can not forget 
that while Benjamin Harrison was upholding the banner of pro
tection as our party understood it, the present Secretary of the 
Treasury, if my memory is not at fault, left his party and 
joined the party of Mr. Cleveland for a downward revision. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Will the Senator from Iowa permit me? 
Mr. DOLLIVER. Certainly. • 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. Surely the Senator from Michigan does 

not object to these hundreds of thousands and millions of re
cruits to our party, which we have obtained from other par
ties, especially when they embrace such brilliant and eminent 
men as the Secretary of the Treasury. 

l\Ir. SMITH of Michigan. I do not object, but I decline to 
hand them the banner under which I have marched from young 
manhood. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. By the time the Senator from Michigan 
proves that the Secretary of the Treasury, by his political rec
ord and by his political views, is not a fit associate in public 
responsibility for the President of the United States, I will get 
ready to admit that those who sympathize with my views here 
are not well calculated for harmonjous cooperation with the 
Republican party as represented in this Chamber. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. President, I do not intend to 
be put in the attitude of critidsing either the character or the 
public service of Secretary MacVeagh. He is an accomplished, 
able, patriotic, honorable man, and the President of the United 
States has exercised his usual good judgment of men in this 
case, and he is responsible only to the American people for his 
choice. I do not intend to criticise him for the selection of 
his official family, but I would no sooner be bound by the ad
vice of the present Secretary of the Treasury in my course 
upon this bill than I would be bound by the counsel of the 
Secretary of War, or any other Democrat, if he were to give it 
upon this bill, able and honorable as he may be. 

Mr. President, I had not intended to take any part in this 
discussion. I do not propose to do so now. The Senator from 
Indiana ga•e his illustration of the faulty brick to be taken 
from the great structure of protection, and says that should not 
be regarded as a species of political vandalism. 

I do not so regard it, but I call the attention of the Senator 
from Indiana to the fact that the last revision of a Republican 
protective tariff consisted only in taking a few bricks out of 
the structure here and there. Unfortunately, however, those 
bricks were withdrawn by vandal hands from the tariff wall 
and when the tide came in the whole industrial system of ou;. 
country was submerged in ruin and disaster and there floated 
upon the sea of idleness millions of ou_r countrymen, until the 
bricks were replaced and the wall perfected under the leader
ship of the great McKinley. 

Mr. President, not very many months ago it was my pleasure 
to pass through the little Kingdom of Holland, a kingdom not 
highly fa ored by nature, lower than the sea. The sturdy 
Dutchman pus}led back the sea and planted a garden where the 

surly Neptune had so lately set his trident. If my information 
is correct,_ the sea has not gone over the dikes of Holland for 
many years, and yet if the Senator from Indiana and my hon
ored friend, the Senator from Iowa, were to approach the 
Queen of the Netherlands and suggest to her that, inasmuch as 
the tide had not gone over the dikes for so many years, perhaps 
~hey might engage themselves in boring a few holes through it 
Just for the amusement and the delectation of the people, what 
think you the young queen would say? .. 

She would say to the Senator from Indiana with all his 
plausibility and eloquence, "Sir, these dikes around Holland 
are the safety of our people. They sleep better behind them. 
They pursue their daily vocations with a greater sense of se
curity because the dikes are there;" and I hardly think · any 
eloquent man, no matter how vigorously he might plead with 
the Queen of the Netherlands, could get her to take down those 
traditional bulwarks for fear that, at some time, in the dark
ness or th.e storm, there should come a tide high enough to 
sweep over the barriers built by the enterprising people of Hol
land. The tariff is our industrial dike, behind which the 
activities of our people thrive and prosper, and we must not 
impair or destroy it. 

Now, sir, I regard ·the commercial enterprise of our people 
as sacred in our hands. I would not have foreign-made goods 
used by the American people if we can produce our necessities 
at home. I do not favor tempting the American consumer to 
buy foreign-made goods. I am a firm believer in the use of 
the handiwork of our own genius. This custom has contributed 
more to the comfort of our people-their prosperity and happi
ness-than almost anything that legislation could aid. I am a 
firm believer in this principle. 

When I came to Congress the first time the people in my 
State were almost a unit in favor of the repeal of the Wilson
Gorman law. Our people were then unemployed; millions of 
them without wages and without food. The soup houses were 
the permanent boarding place· for many of our labqrers. They 
sent me here to help repeal that law, and I cast my vote for the 
passage of the Dingley law, and received the almost unanimous 
approval of the people of my district for so doing. 

That law had scarcely been enacted before our factories were 
humming with the rattle of the busy looms, our forges glowed 
with furnace fires, the ports of our commerce stirred with the 
pulses of enlarged trade, and improvements in city, town, and 
county added to the beauty and utility of the land. I am not 
here to criticise or strike down the system which has brought 
such prosperity to our people, either piecemeal or otherwise, 
but I am here to protest against its destruction. Every vote I 
cast from the beginning to the end of this proceeding shall be 
cast with the desire to preserve to the American workman the 
blessed American privilege which he now enjoys, and I decline 
to join in any wholesale raid upon it. 

This system has put to the credit of our laboring people more 
money than they have ever saved before. Our savings banks 
are the repositories of their surplus wages, and millions upon 
millions are being stored away for their old age and the de
pendence of the family, and I decline--

Mr. STONE. Mr. President--
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from 

Michigan yield to the Senator from Missouri? 
1\Ir. S:.\HTH of Michigan. No; I do not care to yield. 
I decline to subscribe to the idea that we should begin cut

ting this tariff piecemeal in the interest of our rivals across 
the sea. 

Mr. President, I rose merely for the purpose of expressing 
my view upon paragraph 321. When we passed the Dingley 
law there was no such commercial product as mercerized cotton 
cloth. We did not anticipate its manufacture. If, as the Sen
ator from Iowa says, mercerized cloth was caught by the ad 
yalorems of the Dingley law, I think he and I will agree that it 
was caught by accident rather than by design. But be that as 
it may, the mercerization of cloth is a great, growing, important 
industry. It is a fabric so attractive that those who have 
hitherto used forejgn silks will prefer the mercerized goods in
stead. The tariff wMch we seek by this paragraph to supply 
seems to be what is required to preserve and to support the 
industry. 

I do not desire foreign mercerized cotton to be used by the 
American people. I will not vote to make it easy for them to use 
it so long as our domestic product can be obtained reasonably, 
and in so doing shall be consistent with what I believe to be 
the best interest of our country. 

Therefore, Mr. President, without going further or detaining 
the Senate I will simply say that those who disagree with me 
nre certainly actuated by the same honorable and worthy 
motives as myself, and without in the slightest degree im
pugning their loyalty to our party or their patriotism or their 
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high sense of duty to their countrymen, I accord to them the 
same rights that I take to myself. I am wholly satisfied with 
this provision and shall cheerfully vote to make the duty. spe
cific upon this line of manufactured fabrics. 
. Mr. CUM_l\HNS. 1\fr. President, evidently some of my Repub

hcan associates have been a little· disturbed at the suggestion 
that they are Democrats. That has long' ago ceased to disturb 
me. A certain kind of Republicanism has been calling me a 
Democrat for the last six or eight years, and I have become so 
accustomed to the charge that I can hear it with unruffled 
composure; and I hope that these friends of mine who seem 
to think that the country at large will regard tha'.t as a dis
paragement, will take courage, because there is an intelligence 
abroad now that weighs the opinions of men and determines 
the position of men without regard to appellations and without 
regard to the attempt here or elsewhere to expel men from the 
Republican party because they are not willing to accept the 
Republican doctrine as it is expounded by those who are 
about us. 

I do riot challenge the Republicanism of my friend the Sen
ator from Michigan [l\Ir. SMITH]. He has been entirely con
sistent, and I think he will be consistent to the end. He does 
not believe in reducing duties at any time or under any circum
stances. He does not believe in the Chicago platform. He 
does not belieye in the revision of the tariff that is now in 
progress. Never at any time did he lift his voice to bring 
about the revision through which we are now passing. I 
applaud his consistency. I admire the courage that he mani- · 
fests in standing here and telling the .American people that 
r::ither than reduce a single duty in the Dingley law he would 
lift up the bulwark that surrounds the .American market. 

His illustration, so apt, so pertinent, so accurate of the dike 
that keeps out the ravages of the sea from that little country 
abroad, shows precisely what he thinks of the tariff; and he 
would year by year add a little to the height of the tariff 
wall lest by some mischance, lest by some development, lest by 
some growth that we can not anticipate, in an evil moment a 
drop of water shall spill o\er this protection to a defenseless 
people. 

I understand llim, and I rather admire him because he has 
been so persistent and courag~ous in the effort to destroy the 
reduction of any of the duties in the Dingley law. 

I understand, too, his philosophy-and there are a great 
many, I fancy, who hold it-namely, that no evil can come to 
the American people because the duties upon competitive prod
ucts are too high. He minimizes the dangers that lie in the 
combinations, in the concentrations that are the striking char
acteristic of the last decade. He imagines that if the duties 
are higher than are necessary to measure the difference be
tween the cost of producing here and abroad, with a fair profit 
to the manufacturer, the American people can not thereb.Y be 
injured, that no danger can come to them, because he believes 
that in every field of American industry there is full and com
plete and substantial and effective competition. He believes 

· that there is no such thing as a combination. He declines to 
op~n his eyes to the existence of a trust; and believing so, if I 
belle1ed that there was no tendency in these modern times to 
interrupt the ordinary laws of business; if I belie\ed that 
competition was an effective force in commercial affairs as it 
was in former times, I would not be insistent with respect to 
the reduction of duties. It is only because I belie--re that there 
is in the life of America, there is in the commerce of America 
a tendency to destroy competition, that I am here to uplift my 
voice from time to time in fa\or of limiting duties to the fair 
difference between the cost of production abroad and at 
home. 

These Senators who apparently repudiate the notion that any 
duty can be too high, are ready to assert that in the steel busi
ness there is full, complete, and perfect competition. They re
fuse to accept the manifest fact that there is just one concern 
that by the consensus of belief upon the part of those who 
know something about the business fixes the price of every 
pound. of iron or steel sold in the United States. I am not 
asserting that there are not independent manufacturers but 
they have no more influence upon the price of that product' than 
though . they were engaged in the manufacture of gossamer 
thread mstead of steel rails or structural iron. . 

I bel!~ve, th~refore, that with regard to these products it is 
of !he ru.ghest importance that the duty shall be just sufficient 
to. msure the ~anufacturer of iron and steel in our country a 
fair profit, leavmg the fear and menace, whatever those forces 
may be, that if the prices are lifted up beyond a reasonable 
point they will challenge competition from abroad. 

XLIV-182 

I. have no hes!tation in saying that while I am a profound 
behever in the doctrine of protection, while I will vote to place 
upon any product of an .American mine, factory, shop farm 
a duty that .will measure amply-not meagerly, but amply and 
fully-the difference between the cost of producing that article 
here and abroad, there is one right held by the American people 
more sacred than the right of protection. · There is one thing 
more necessary to preserve our institutions in their full vigor 
a?d to preserve the character of our people in its full exalta
tion than the principle of protection. There is one thing we 
must have if .America is to accomplish the destiny that we all 
fondly believe lies before her, and that is a fair and an even 
chance upon the part of every man, woman, and child in the 
battle of life. This is the most potent force in the civilization 
of the present age, and when we look into the commercial world 
we call this force "competition." That we must have. I want 
the competition of the United States, if possible but I want 
the competition of the world, if necessary. ' 

The consumer-that much-maligned, that much-despised, 
that supposed mythical man, the consumer-is better entitled 
to competition than the producer is to protection· and I found 
my p_oli~ical economy upon that fundamental prhI~iple. 
· It is 1d!e,. Senators! to say that men who believe there ought 
to be a limit to duties are disloyal Republicans. I was very 
sorry to hear the Senator from Rhode Island say that those 
who were voting for the report of the committee were loyal 
~epublicans. I have no doubt they are, but I fear that he 
rntended to have it inferred that they are the only loyal 
Republicans in this Chamber. 

l\Ir. ALDRICH. . Oh, no; I did not intend that. 
l\Ir. BEVERIDGE. Just what did the Senator intend? 
l\Ir. ALDRICH. My intention seemed to be perfectly plain. 

We. ar~ here charged with the responsibility of passing this 
!ariff b1~1'. and the men :who vote for it and the men who support 
its provisions are certamly loyal Republicans. I did not intend 
to specify anybody else, nor do I now. -

Mr. <?UIDHNS. I am sure the men who vote for it are loyal 
Repubhcan_s, but I was alarmed lest unthinking people would 
draw the mference that in the opinion of the Senator from 
Rhode Island those who differed from the committee were not 
loyal Republicans. I have myself expended as much time and 
as much strength for the Republican party as any man of my 
years in this Chamber. I love its history; I am proud of its 
leaders; I have .subl~e faith in the justice of its principles; and 
as I have had occas10n to say more than once, there is no man, 
I care not how powerful he may be, how influential he may be 
who can put me out of the Republican party. ' 

.Mr. ALDRICH. I hope the Senator will do me the justice 
to say that I alluded to him expressly,· or intended to do so· 
when I said that there were Senators here who had alway~ 
held that view-of course, inside of the Republican party. I 
had no idea of saying that the Senator from Iowa or any other 
Senator was outside of the Republican party. I have no au
thority to say whether a man is a Republican or not. That is 
a question over which I have no control and no desire to have . 
control. 

Mr. CUMl\HNS. l\Ir. President, I did not understand the 
Senator from Rhode Island to make the remark from which I 
drew the inference I stated. It has been made by f>thers how
ever, and I <;ould not allow this opportunity to pass wi.thout 
giving it at lea.st the respect of a passing glance. . 

I have not accused the Senator from Michigan nor shall I 
because I have not heard him say anything her~ from which 
s~ch a conclusion would naturally follow, but Senators who 
have heard this discussion will understand what I mean and 
to whom I refer in a broad and general way. · ' 

No'Y, let us see about thi~. I hold the Democratic party in 
the highest esteem. I hold its members in the highest reaard -
but I am not a Democrat. I do not believe in the econ~mi~ 
doctrines which they announce from time to time and which 
undoubtedly they believe to be somid and safe for the Republic. 
I do not .believe in a tariff for revenue only, as I understand 
that maxrm; and unless you, Senators, want to disintegrate the 
Republican party, unless you want to destroy its strength it 
seems to me there ought to be an end here of either direct or 
indirect challenges to party faith. · 

I suppose that our friends upon the other side of the Chamber 
vote for a lower duty each time because they believe that the 
lower ~uty ~ore. near!! app~·oaches the revenue standard. 
There is no_thm~ 1IlCO?S1sten_t lil Democrats so voting, nor is 
there _anything _rncons1stent rn the Senators who believe that 
the pmgley duties ought to be reduced in proposing from time 
!o time such reductions of duty as ·we think· are necessary to 
msure the welfare of the people, but which at the same time 
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will not allow one drop of that salty sea to pa~ into the farms bination between the men ~ho hold these two beliefs, and they 
and tne gardens of the people of Holland. We are not here for are just as radically dissociated from each other, they are 
the purpose of inundating Holland or any other municipality or just as widely separated from each other, in principle as is the 
country,. but we are here to protect if we can against excessive plan of the Senator from Rhode Island from the plan of the 
duties our own people, our own consumers. Senators upon the other side of the Chamber. 

I have heard a great deal said hem about consumers-that We differ from the committee sometimes, not always. The 
there are no consumers. There is a sense in which that is true, Senators who have been thus characterized have not differed 
because nearly every man is a producer as well; but take the always; on the contrary, more than half of all the paragraphs 
Yery schedule that we are now investigating. The cotton mills reported by the Senate committee have been adopted without 
are the producers of cotton cloth and the whole country are protest, without suggestion of reduction, because we believe, if 
the consumers of cotton cloth. When you come to measure you please, that reduction was unnecessary. We have propo ed 
these duties you are bound to look not only to the interest of . reduction and opposed increases only, I will not say when we 
those who manufacture cotton cloth, but those who use cotton knew, because that indicates a certainty that can not come to 
cloth as well. The one is the producer, the others are the con- the human mind, but when we believed that the duties that you 
suiners. proposed were higher than were required by the platform of our 

As suggested by the Senator from Indiana [Mr. BEVERIDGE), party and higher than were required by the safety and the 
when you put this duty upon mercerized cotton cloths, un- welfare of our people. Therefore, we have done what little 
necessarily, you have given it in the power of the cotton pro- we could as I think in an intelligent and in a discriminating 
ducers by combination to lift their prices with the American way to reduce these duties. 
;>eople to a point that will give to them not a fair and reason- There are Senators here, and many of them, and I say no 
able profit but an unfair and an unreasonable profit. This is word against them, who vote to sustain the report of the com
wha t I call excessive and inordinate protection, and it is this mittee, and they vote for the committee simply because, I as
which, if persisted in, which if it finally becomes the estab- sume, they believe in the judgment of the committee, because I 
lished policy of our party or any other, will overthrow it just venture the assertion that a good many of them at least have 
as surely as time records itself with the passage of day. It not made any independent investigation with respect to the 
can not be otherwise. duties upon these various articles. They vote because they 

We are remitted, then, to the investigation of this particlliar believe that the Committee on Finance has reached in all probu
duty. ·When I rose, I rose really to speak about the duty, but bility a wise conclusion. I honor them for that. I ha Te no 
there was another suggestion made by the Senator !rom Rhode objection to that course.. But that does not suit me. 
Island which I knew perfectly and which I have observed in Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President--
the campaigns I have made for years. The Senator from Rhode The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Iowa 
Island says, and he says tt·uly, that there are in the Dingley yield to the Senator from Idaho ? 
law and in the proposed law as now reported to the Senate l\Ir. CUMMINS. I do. 
many duties that are prohibitory, many duties that are much l\Ir. HEYBURN. That does not suit the Senator from Idaho, 
higher than are, necessary to. accomplish the result to which, as either. It would be interesting to know the Senators who a1·e 
Republicans, we are pledged. in the mind of the Senator from Iowa when he charges them 

That is just the source of my complaint. May I say to the with following blindly without intelligent consideration the lead 
Senator from Rhode Island, I hope, and all Republicans hold- of anybody. 
ing a faith like mine hoped, that the Committee on Finance, Mr. CUMMINS. Mr. President, that sounds to me like a 
with its more extensive opportunities for knowledge and inves- motion for a bill of particulars. 
tigation, with its more technical information respecting these Mr. HEYBURN. There ar~ circumstances where direct 
subjects, would eliminate before the bill was reported these charges are made, that amount to a question of the intelligent 
duties which, according to the statement of the Senator from or conscientious performance of duty on the part of a Senator 
Rhode Island, are in conflict with the platform announced at where a bill of particulars would seem particularly appropriate. 
Chicago, and to which every Republican in the land is pledged Mr. CUMMINS. Mr. President, the Senator from Idaho 
if he desires to remain a member of that organization? wholly misconeeives what I have said if he imagines that there 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President-- is in my statement a suggestion of want of fidelity upon the 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does. the Senator· from Iowa part of any Senator in this Chamber. I have done the same 

yield to the Senator from Rhode Island? thing many times. I believe every Senator here has followed 
l\Ir. CUl\11\IINS. I do. that course many times. He has accepted the work of ·a com-
Mr. ALDRICH. I did not say they were in conflict with mittee cha1·ged with a particular investigation and voted to 

the platform adopted at Chicago, nor do I think that they are. sustain that committee without careful, full, and minute inves-
Mr. CUMMINS. Let us see about that. It is quite true tigation. I do not conceive that I am charging any Senator 

that the Senator from Rhode Island did not say that these with anything unworthy when I so assert. In this particular 
duties were in conflict with our platform announced at Chi- instance, however, there are some of us, possibly on account of . 
cago, but what did he say? He said that they were higher than former association, former tendencies, former campaigns, have 
measured the difference between the cost of production at home thought it fit to look carefully into these schedules, and there
and abroad, that they were prohibitory~ and that nothing could -fore we have ventured to differ from the committee upon· certain 
be imported> into this country against them; not only that they paragraphs. 
gave to our producers a fair chance in our own. markets, but I kriow that the Senator from Rhode Island, I know that 
that they gave to our producers the only chance in <>Ur market. every member of the Finance Committee, has no belief that 

Now, let us see whether that is in harmony with a statement these .Members are differing from the committee for the purpose 
which decla1·es that our duties shall measure tbe difference of striking down the principle of protection. I should like to 
between the cost of production abroad with a fair reward upon know in what vote the suggestion of a destruction of the policy 
the capital required for enterprise. I assume that the infer- of protecting American industries is found. What roll call dis
ence I have draWn must necessarily be drawn by every intelli- closes any purpose upon the part of these differing Senators? 
gent man, by even the casual reader who compares the plat- I am very sorry to have beeri compelled, or felt compelled, to 
form at Chicago. Is a duty so high, as the Senator from Rhode draw a line between these Senators. Every Senator has a 
Island has said, that it not only measures the difference be- right to his own opinion, and I have never yet found it neces
tween the cost of production at home and abroad but that was sary to impute bad faith. I have never yet found it necessary 
greater than the selling price of the commodity in our own to impute disloyalty to any of my associates here or elsewhere. 
market? If any man can attempt to reconcile such a duty with I fight when I fight against~ system, and not against men. It 
the Republican declaration at Chicago, he will have more in- is no pleasure for me to disparage men. It is no joy for me to 
genuity and mental acrobatics than I possess. at the present impugn motives. I know something about the organization of 
moment. · the world and of our country, and I know something about the 

I hoped that all these duties, unnecessary for the protection forces of business. I know something about the tendencies, I 
of the people and alarming and menacing to the party as a know something about the environments, and I give full force 
political organization, would disappear when the Finance Com- to these things as they gradually mold and shape and color 
mittee took up this bill for consideration. I want to be under- both individual and public opinion. 
stood upon that point. I hope it without any combination at Therefore, so far as I am concerned, I intend to go right for• 
all, because we disavow combinations. There has never been a ward voting upon these paragraphs and upon every other ques
single suggestion of concext between those who believe in a tion that arises upon the bill, just exactly as I think right. 
tariff for revenue only and those who believe in a reduction of And I am going to assume that every other Senatat is voting 
these duties to the protective point. In all this time, in all just as he thinks right, whether upon that side of the Chamber 
this debate, I have not heard a suspicion of collusion or com- or upon this. I sincerely trust that in the days to cqme there 
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may not arise, either from one side of this line which apparently 
divides the Republicans here, or the other, the suggestion that 
there is disloyalty to the party, or the suggestion that we are 
endea ·rnring to break down and strike down the rights of 
American workingmen, or the suggestion that we would not 
rather use and wear and consume things made in our own 
(!Ountry than those imported from across the sea. But Jet us 
work out this difference of opinion fairly, commonly, and impar-
tially if possible. · 

In that spirit I now come to paragraph 321, and I want to 
reply for a little while, in a very few minutes, to the argument 
of the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LODGE] with respect 
to mercerization. The amendment upon which you are about 
to ·rnte imposes a cumulative duty of 1 cent a square yard upon 
cloth that has been subjected to the process of mercerization. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President--
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Wi11 the Senator from Iowa 

yie Id to the Sena tor from Idaho? 
l\Ir. CU:UMINS. Certainly. 
l\fr. HEYBURN. Before the Senator from Iowa leaves the 

consideration of the principle he had under consideration, I 
feel impelled to make a suggestion or two in his time. 

It can not be possible that any part of this body or of the 
American people have lost confidence in the power of our Gov
ernment to deal effectively with any evil that may have arisen. 
It can not be possible that in order to punish any people belong
ing to us or to settle any condition that has arisen we must 
call in mercenary assistance. It can not be possible that a 
condition has arisen in our business world at home that we 
can not manage. 

For instance, the suggestion of the Senator from Iowa and 
other Senators that a condition of business, which is denomi
nated the trust, has arisen and gained such a hold upon us that 
we cn.n not manage it, and therefore we must go outside and 
call in the nations of the earth to overcome competition; for 
economic conditions here ought to be absolutely under the con
trol of our own people. If trusts or unholy combinations have 
arisen, the laws of this country and the American people ought 
to be able to deal with them. · 

It seems too much like an admission of inability to say that 
we can not deal with you and we will go abroad and get the 
mercenaries of trade from other countries to come in here and 
settle this question of competition, because the law of compe
tition is involv~d just as much in the tariff regulations of 
foreign goods as it is between our own people. That is the 
way this whole tariff question appears to me. It is a ques
tion, it appears to me, whether we settle the question among 
ourselves or whether you shall go outside and import some 
business virus with which we shall inoculate the American 
people and thus heal this imaginary or real disease, whichev-er 
it may be. 

It does not appear to me, l\fr. President, that we are justified 
in thus estimating the capacity of the American people to 
govern themselves. That is the reason why I vote for the bill 
reported by the committee. I do not support it with that 
warmth and zeal that I would had they maintained the duties 
that had heretofore · existed and that stand between the com
petition of the American people and other nations. 

That is the kind of a protectionist I am. Upon articles that 
we can not produce and articles that the people only use at 
their own convenience or choice I would impose a duty that 
would make a revenue that would meet the requirements of 
this country. Upon anything that the American people either 
do produce or can be taught to produce I would see to it 
th1:1t they had competition to themselves. There are 95,000,000 
consumers, and pretty nearly that many producers, in this 
country. I would give them an opportunity in the field of com
petition at home to manufacture and sell and consume among 
themselves, and if any stranger wanted to come in with his 
wares, I would say, " There is a charge of so much admission be
fore you can come in to do business with the American people." 
They are great enough and strong enough and have resources 
enough to constitute a world were every other country swept 
into oblivion. That is the kind of a protective tariff I am for. 

l\fr. CUM.l\IINS. l\fr. President, the Senator from Idaho is a 
formidable and an accurate sharpshooter, but he did not shoot 
at me. I suppose his victim will be found somewhere, suffering 
from the wound that he has inflicted, but he misunderstood me 
if his shot was intended to meet my argument. 

I agree, Mr. President, that the duty upon all competitive 
articles should be high enough to enable our own producers to 
supply our market. I agree to that. That does not destroy 
competition, because there may be, and there ought to be, com-

·petition among the .American producers. But if you make the 
duty higher than necessary to enable our producers to supply 

our own market, paying American wages .and giving American 
capital a fair reward, then if the combination or monopoly 
which I know the Senator from Idaho thinks is imaginary, but 
which I know to be real, comes into existence, it is able to lift 
the American price above the American level without inviting 
competition from anywhere in the world. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President--
. The PRESIDING OFFICER (l\fr. KEAN in the chair). Does 

the Senator from Iowa yield to the Senator from Idaho? 
Mr. CUMMINS. I do. 
l\fr. HEYBURN. I merely rose to correct any impression 

which may lie in the mind of the Senator from Iowa that I 
believe there is no such thing as a monopoly, because we have 
antimonopoly legislation, and if we enforce it, it will doubt
less be effectirn to control monopolies. I would have no com
petition in a foreign country, because I would only deal with 
them in relation to those things which we can not produce our
selves. 

Mr. CUMMINS. I would have no competition with a foreign 
country-that is, assuming we are dealing in competitive prod
ucts-unless our home producers lift up the price, as they have 
been doing and as they are doing now, above a fair .American 
level. 

l'IIr. HEYBURN. l\Iay I ask the Senator if that is the point 
at which he would call in the foreign .mercenaries to regulate 
our home affairs? 

l\fr. CUMMINS. I hardly know what the Senator from Idaho 
means with regard to "mercenaries.'! I remember that in the war 
of the Revolution there were certain Hessian troops who were 
called "mercenaries." I suppose in a general way that means 
troops that fight not for patriotism, but for pay. If that be 
true, then all the troops of commerce are mercenary, and they 
are fighting here "for pay as vigorously and· valiantly as I ever 
~aw troops fight anywhere. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I should like to have the understanding of 
the Senator from Iowa a little ~learer as to mercenaries. A 
mercenary is a man who takes the part of somebody else for a 
consideration, and when a foreign country conies into our mar
ket for a consideration to settle the question of competition 
among our own people, it is a mercenary. 

Mr. CUMMINS. I do not think there is a difference of opin
ion between the Senator from Idaho and myself. I may differ 
a little from him in just one respect; and in that his opinion 
seems to be shared by a great many others here. He treats the 
American market as though it were the birthright of the Amer:i.
can producer. 

Mr. HEYBURN. That is right 
Mr. CUMMINS. He does not contemplate that there .. ever 

will be a purchaser in the American market who has any right 
whatsoever. I believe in a market that is made up of producers 
and sellers and purchasers and consumers. I say that the con
sumer has some rights in that market just as sacred as have 
the producer and the seller. I would fill the market with 
American-made goods if I could, but I would not fill it with 
American-made goods if to do so involved the infliction upon the 
consumer or the user of an extortion.ate price for the things 
they are compelled to buy. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President--
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Iowa 

yield to the Senator .from Rhode island? 
Mr. CUMMINS. I do. 
Mr. ALDRICH. I dislike to use the word "vocation," be

cause it is--
Mr. CUMMINS. I do not object to it. 
Mr. ALDRICH. What would be th~ vocation of this par

ticular consumer which the Senator from Iowa has in mind? 
Mr. CUMMINS. I will tell you the vocation of the consumer. 

Mr. President, I am a consumer of cotton goods, and there are 
95,000,000 other consumers. 

Mr. ALDRICH rose. 
Mr. CUMMINS. Now, wait just a minute. I know very well 

the distinction the Senator has in his mind and upon his lips. 
He is going to say that these other 95,000,000 outside of the cot
ton producers and cotton laborers produce something else. 

That is ti·ue; they do produce something else; and so far as 
this particular thing is concerned, these mills in New Bedford, 
in Fall River, in the South, and scattered oYer New England 
and Penpsylvania are the producers, and the other 95,000,000 
of people are, so far as this product is concerned, the consumers. 
They have a right to take the product of these mills at a fair 
and a reasonable price, all things considered. I want the 
New England mills to make these goods; I want the southern 
mills to make these goods, and the western mills, if there be 
any. The ideal condition with me as an American would be to 
buy nothing, to eat nothing, to use nothing that is not ma.de 
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within the limits · of the Republic-. if I !!(>uld: buy those things 
and eat those things and use those things without eontributing 
unduly to the avarice' and greed and extortion o:f some ma:nu
factmer m· producer. 

Now, I yield to the- Senator from Rhode- Island. 
l\Ir. ALDRICH. l\Ir. President,. I ask the Senator from Iowa 

what would be the vocation of this ideal consumer that he had 
in his mind? 

Mr. CU:l\IMINS. I answered--
Mr. ALDRICH. Wait a minute. The Senator designated 

himself. Well, of course, ·he is a consumer, and so am I; but 
if the United States depended upon consumers like him and me, 
who do not produce anything except speeches, perhaps, for the 
edification of our fellow-citizens, we should soon be in a bad 
condition. 

Mr. CU1\1Mll~S. I - wonder, Mr. President, if the Finance 
Committee has it in view to put an ad valorem duty on speeches. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I think it ought to be a specific duty. 
1\Ir. CUl.llIINS. I think, Mr. President, that, in order to 

affect the business at all, it would have to be specific. 
Mr. GALLINGER. And very high. 
Mr. CUMMINS. And ¥ery high. 
But now I return to the question of the Senator from Rhode 

Island, which is a very interesting one, and which involves one 
of those little fallacies which creep into nearly every political 
debate, namely, that this country can not be divided into con
smners and produce1·s-. They can not if the whole vocation or 
business of the world is considered; lmt the produ~er of the 
particular article stands over against the consumer of that 
article, and the relations between those two must be properly 
adjustedr It seems to me, if it weTe otherwise, we are spending 
a very large amount of talk in vain. If I am not right in this 
contention, why not just pass a gene1·al law that there shall be 
a duty of $100 a pound on everything that can be weighed, an-d 
$100 a yard on everything that can be measured, and: go home? 
That would certainly protect our markets sufficiently. The fact 
that you do not do that, the· fact that there is not a Senato1· 
here who would advocate so extraordinary and so foolish a 
proposition, is the· conclusive proo:f that there is a point at . 
which the duty ought to rest; and that point is the point an
nounced and so well defined in the Chicago platform; namely, 
the difference between the cost of production here and abroad, 
with a fair profit added to the American producer. 

I again recur to the paragraph under consideration, to the 
duty of 1 cent per square yard to be placed as a cumulative 
duty on mercerized cotton cloth. From now on, :Mr. President, 
I want, if I can get it, as I am now receiving it, the attention 
of the Senator from Massachusetts [:Mr. LODGE]. He stated, 
and I rather think he stated properly~ that a cent a yard was a 
very high protective duty upon the process of mercerization.. I 
do not know whether it is or not; but I want to take him on 
his own ground. He believes in a specific -duty of a cent a 
yard, instead of the old ad valorem duty provided for in the 
Dingley law. I, too, favor specific duties whenever they can 
be imposed without too conspicuous inequality; but I want to 
_ask the Senator from Massachusetts if he believes not only in 
imposing one specific duty upon a mercerized yard of cotton 
cloth, but two specific duties,. because this bill which is now be
fore- the Senate, and this paragraph which we are now consider
ing, imposes two specific duties upon mercerized cotton cloth. 

I · have not got his samples here, but you will remember that 
he presented one beautiful specimen of cloth, concerning which 
he stated that it cost 12! cents a yard. to prepare it for mer
cerization and to put it through the process of mercerization. 
Am I right a.bo11t that? 

1\.Ir. LODGE nodded in the affirmative. 
Mr. CUi\<IlIINS. Well, I want to ask the Senator from :Mas

sachusetts to take a piece of cloth like that to be presented at 
our custom-house for admission to our shores, and I ask undeT 
what paragraph would that particular piece of cloth be assessed? 

Mr. LODGE. I understand the Senator to mean cloth pre
pared for mercerization. 

Mr .. CUMMINS. The high-priced cotton cloth prepared for 
merceriza ti on and mercerized. 

.l\Ir. LODGE. It would come in under one of the cotmta.ble 
clauses, with the additional duty of 3.21 which is put on all 
fancy articles to which mercerization has been added. 
· Mr. CUMMINS. Precisely. That is exactly the answer which 

I would have expected from a candid student of the subject. 
The particular cloth that I Gan now see in my mind's eye, be
cause it was so beautiful, would probably be worth 30 cents a · 
yard or 40 cents a yard or somewhere along there.. It would 
come in under one of the countable paragraphs, because it would 
be worth 12! cents a yard more if prepared for mercel'ization 
and mercerized. It would pay under that countable pa1·agraph 
more than 40 per cent of the 12! cents which had been expended 

upon it for preparation and for mercerizati-0n,. and if it were 
under the 40 per cent paragraph, possibly 35 per cent, possibly 
45. But all I want th-e Senate to understand is that that piece 
of cloth had already paid one specific duty, because its valrre 
bad been advanced by preparation for mercerization and by 
mercerization, and a veJry high specific duty, a duty that I can 
not now show the precise amount of, because it would: require me 
to find the paragraph un-Oer which it would be admitted. I ven
ture, however, the assertion that that particular cloth would 
come in. under a high speciftc duty, 20- per cent higher than was 
allotted to i:t by the Dingley law. Still it would have to await 
the imposition of 1 cent per yard for the exact process of mer
ceriza tion. 

Mr. LODGE~ Mr~ President--
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Iowa 

yield to the Senator from 1\1assaehusetts? 
Mr. CUMMINS. I do. 
Mr. LODGE. I agree to the first statement which the Sena

tor has made, but not to his last statement. When these mer
cerized or colored cloths come in, the duty that they get under 
the preceding paragraphs, the countable paragraphs, is the· duty 
on white- cotton. They do not get any additional duty if they 
form a figure or fancy effect. These are cumulative duties, put 
on in order to· meet the additional expenditure on the cloth. 

l\fr. CUMl\IlNS. Precisely. Mr. President, I kn-0w the Sen
ator from Massachusetts is absoiutely sincere about that, but 
that is just the fault that has obscµred the path to a right con
clusion of this matter from the beginning. I know that the 
Senato-r is not right with respect to that; I know that he thinks 
he is; and it will be for the Senate to determine. Now, take 
a piece of eloth, mercerized, that has not a figure on it, that 
has not a sin.gle fig Ieaf, if you please, to conceal its nakedness. 

Mr. LODGE. You mean fully merceriZed? 
Mr. CUMMINS. FWly mercerized cloth. 
Mr. LODGE. Those are the most expensive. 
Mr. CUMMINS. Precisely; and they bear the highest spe .. 

cific duty. They bear a duty grad11ated .acCOTding to· the· value 
of the cloth, and the value of the cloth is determined by what 
has been expended upon it to prepare it for merceriza tion and 
for mercerizin"' it. It is idle to contend in this presence that 
this clotll, to which the Senator from Massachusetts has referred, 
has not borne one specific duty that was regarded as ample and 
adequate to protect our markets against the intrusion of similar 
cloth from abroad. Notwithstanding that, you add,. as it seems 
to me~ unnecessarily and contrary to- the highest dictates of 
patriotism and political sagacity, as well as of truth and jus
tice another cent per yard because it has been mercerized .. 

Take. the very cloth that is open here [exhibiting]. I do 
n.ot know how much it is worth per yard, b.ut it is worth a good 
deal per yard. If that cloth were presented to our custom
house, and if it cost 40 cents a yard to mercerize it or to pre
pare it for mercerization, it would pay either 45 or 50 per 
cent-I have forgotten which-or more under a specific duty 
because that value had been added to it. Now you put upon 
it this additional duty of 1 c~nt as a specific burden. Sena
tors, that 1 cent. although it may never be felt by a woman 
who wears a mercerized. dress or a man who wears a mer
cerized shirt, will be a great burden when you enter the next 
political campaign. 

The· PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the 
amendment o.f the Senator from Iowa [Mr. DOLLIVER],, which the 
Secretary will state. 

The SECRETARY. On page 111,. line 3, after the word " yard," 
it is proposed to strike out the semicolon and the remainder of 
the paragraph,. as follows, " on all cotton cloth mercerized' or 
subjected to any similar process, 1 cent per square yard." 

Mr. DOLLIVER. lli. President, on that amendment I ask 
for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
· to call the roll. 

Mr. DU PONT (when his :name was called). I am paired 
with the junior Senator from South Carolina [Mr. SMITH] and 
therefore withhold my vote.. If he were present, I should vote 
"nay." 

Mr. NIXON (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the junior Senator from .A.Iab-ama [Mr. BANKHEAD]. If he 
were here, I would vore "nay." 

l\1r. SMITH of l\1a.l·yland (when Mr. RAYNER'S name was 
called). My colleague, the senior Senator from Maryland 
[l\Ir. RAYNER], is absent unavoidably. He is paired with the 
Senator from Oregon [l\Ir. BOURNE]. If my colleague were 
present, he would vote "yea." · 

l\Ir. SUTHERLAND (when his name was called). I am 
paired with the junior Senator from Tennessee [Mr. TAYLOR], 
If he were present, I should vote "nay." 
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The roll call was concluded. way into this. schedul'.e because the cmnmittee in tM hurTy of 
controverted matters overlooked that which, I tl:llnk, is a bad 
cln.ssi:fication of me:rchtmdise. 

Ir. DILLINGHAM (after hn:ving voted in the negative). 
Owing to the absence of the senio-r Senator from South Caro
lina [Mr~ TILLMAN), with whom I have a general pair, I with
draw my vote. 

Mr~ STONE. Mr. President,, a little while ago, when a some'" 
what interesti1lg debate was on between Senatoo:s on the other 
side and compliments' were being exchanged,. l sought three 
times to get t:he floor,, fmt was not successful. Other Senators 
addressed the Chair at. the same. time and, in the exercise of 
that high pri~~ that belongs to- the Chair,. in each instance 
some other Senat01~ wa.s recognized. I sought when the Senator 
from Michigan [l\Ir. SMITHJ was delivering his florid oration 
on the dikes of Holland, to ask him a question, but he declined 
to yield. In the course of that oration, ·~still harping on my 
daughter," he referred ro the ooup houses and the millions of 
idle men who were tramping the cuuntry while the Gorman- · 

Mr. OLIVER. I inquire ff the Senator from Connecticut 
[Mr. BULKELEY] has voted? 

The PRESIDEk"tT pro temp01:e. The Cha.ill' is informed that 
he.has not 

1\fr. OLIVER. I am paired with the junior· Senator from 
Oregon (Mr. CHAMBERLAIN); but I transfer that pair- to the 
senior Senator from Connecticut l\fr. [BULKELEY], and vote.. l 
vote "'nay~"' 

The iTesmt was a.nll(}Unced-yeas 32, nays 38·, as follows:: 

Bacon 
Bailey 
Beveridge 
Bristow 
Brown 
Burkett 
Clapp 
Clay 

Aldrich 
Bradley 
Brandegee 
Br-iggs 
Bum.ham 
Burrows. 
Burton 
Carter 
Clark, Wyo. 
Crane 

Culberson 
Cummins 
DolUver
Fletcher 
Frazier 
Gamble 
Gore 
Hughes 

YEAS-32. 
Overman Wilson law was int force, He said that he had been elected to 

}~~ton, Ala. Owen · Congress and rommi .. sioned to aid in correcting the. evils that 
La Follette Paynter had grown up nnder that law. I wanted t<> ask him it he was 

~~l!¥in I=~~~ ~~~ha~1~~~t~ o~~~ssi;~~~ePr~::ti~: ;;~~~r~ 
NelS-OD Stone vent such a recurrence. He helped to make the Dingley law to 
Newlands Taliaferro- take. the place of the. Go:rma.n-Wilson lawr and yet under that 

NAYS-SS. statute. which is still in full force, we haV"e had as many soup 
Cullom Johnson, N. Dak. :ggt\ houses and as many, if not mDre, men out of employment, wan-BrH: ~..imber ~~tobt' Mich. ~~~g about seeking work, as. we had during the Gorman,-Wilson 

~~s McEnery ~!~~son lli. SMITH of Michigan. Mr~ President--

g~~~g~~im ~if:se ~~~e so~~e3.f eY~~~~~!;~0;egig~reMig4:n \he Senator from Mis-
Ha.le Perkins Mr. STONE.. I will be more courteous than the SeIIH.tor from 
Heyburn Piles Michigan; I will yield. 

NOT VO'.r!NG-21. Mr. s~nTH of Mielligan. It is very eml>.an-assing. 
Bnnkhead CmwfoTd Foster Sutherl:ind Mr. STONE. I do not wish tE> embarrass,. but I wish to be 
~orah B!~i!I ~ii~n ~fJl.oi: courteous. 
B~~~Y DicJi: :Rayner man M:r. SMITH of Michigan. l did oot mean to. be discourteous 
Chamberlain Dlllingh:rm Richardson to the Senator, but I was going to suggest that America did not 
Clarke, Al:k. du Pont. Smith, S. C~ have any monopoly of those hard times. 

So Mr. DoLLIVEB's amendment wus rejected. M.r. S'l'ONID. No; America. did not have any monopoly ot 
'.Fhe PRESIDENT pro tern.pore. The question is on the para- those hard times from 1893 to 1897p and had less monopoly of 

graph as amended. them then than we had in the Jiecent panic.. That is all I de-
The paragraph as amended was agreed to. sire to call the attention o.f the. Senator to, and to ask him to 
Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr .. President, in paragi·aph 3.22 I desire make· some explanation as. t<> why he did not enaet some law 

to submit the following amendment: In line 11 w place a to guard against a recnrrence of the very evil he. was sent here 
period after the words " ad valorem ., and strike out the re- to correct. 
mainder of the paragraph. I l\Ir. SMI'I'H of Michig~ Perhaps I was a little shorter in 

The P.RESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be my response than. I ought to have b.een. I did not intend that 
stated. . as a discourtesy. 

T'ne SECRETARY. On page 111, paragraph 322, in line 11f after ~fl'. STONE. If the Senator is. going to make another o-ration 
the words "'ad valorem," it is proposed to strike out the colon, on the dikes' of Holland--
msert a :period and1 strike out the remainder of the· paragraph M1·. SillTH of Mic:hig::m. I am not; but I do not want you 
as follows: ' ' to make o~e on. that subject, because you might mnke a g1·eat 

Pro1Jiderl, That any of the foregoing having India rubbe.r as a; com- deal better one. 
ponent material shall pay a. duty of 15 cen.ts per pound in addition to I was just going to suggest that while we did not have any 
the duty herein imposed, irresiwctive oi the relati've value of the india monopoly of the hard times which existed year before last, 
rubber. ther nt>e was. a time in the history of England, France, or 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr. President, I should like to state verv Germany when times were better than they were while we had 
briefly what. the effect of tl:Utt proviso is. The paragraph the Wilson-Gorman bill upon the statute books-
specifies-- Mr. STO~'"E. Ob, that rests in mere assertion, and it is an 

Clothing, ready-made, and articles of wearing apparel of every de- assertion of fact upon which I shall j'oin issue. But I will 
scription, composed of ce>tton or other vegetabl.e fiber, or of which cot- Ieaue that wher"' it is Olli the pleading. 
ton or other vegetable fiber ls the eomponent material of chief value, • - "". 
made up or manufactured, wholly or in part- l\lr. President, when I sought recognition two or three times, 

.And so forth. it was for another purpose than this. What I have said so far 
The proviso carries: into the cotton schedule,, at 15 cents a is merely in passing. 

pound and 50 per cent ad valorem, an astonishingly large list While the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALmncH] had 
of clothing and wen:ring apparel which ought, in my judgment, the floor during tile debate referred to, he armiglled with much 
to be included in the paragraph providing for manufactures: of severity his Rep-ublican colleagues who have· not agi·eed with 
rubber, or of which rubber is the material ot chief value, at him abcut the rates. re.ported in the bill now before the Senate, 
30 per cent ad valorem, as the present law provides, or 35 per and charged that there was a combination between those Re
cent, as the Senate bill provides. publicans. called "progressives" or "insurgents," and Senators 

Ur . .ALDRICH. Mr. President, I have no objection to the' upon this side of the Chamber. The Senator from Indi!lna 
nmendment of the Senator from Iowa. su"'gests from bis seat in an undertone " sometimes." I under-

Ur. DOLLIVER. I was just going to suggest that in view stood the Senator to. be charging tha.t there was a distinct 
of the fact that it carries gum eoats, 3!S well as gum boot and combination between the "progressives" upon the one hand 
gum shoes, cotton-lined, into a wrong cl.as ification, I intended and Democratic Senators upon the other, and charged that they 
to appeal to the Senator from Rhode Island to strike it out, as were voting in unison. 
the new peYCentage would amount t0: 75 peT cent, as I calcnlate In answer to that, from my sent and without rising, I said 
it, and more in many cases. Let this paragraph go into con- "not ulways; sometimes some have voted as you did;" or 
ference, and let very careful investigation be given to see if it words to that effect. I did not expect or intend that this sug
is not possible to separate these rubber goods from cotton and gestion~ mude from my seat, should go into the RECORD, although 
woolen goods. This is one of the gravest abuses in the tariff I had no objection to having it in the RECOBD. 
law. But the Senator from Rhode Island, and a little later the 

l\Ir. ALDRICH. I am wiiling to adopt. the suggestion, Mr. Sena.tor from Indiana., saw proper to- refer to what I said in a 
President. way that puts it into the RECORD'. And now, I want to say just 

l\Ir. DOLLIVER I deffire to Eay further that this is. an wha-t I meant by the remark. 
error in the Dingley law, wliich is preserved in an aggravated Mr. President, as a rule, with only two or three exceptions, 
form in the House bill, and I felt no doubt that it found its Democratic Senators have voted together. There has been 

--
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scarcely an appreciable defection on this side in our. voting. So, now, if the Senator from Michigan and those who uphold 
I did not like what the Senator from Rhode Island was saying him are correct in the doctrine that there shall be no trade 
about a combination, because I did not think it was founded in between this country and any other country, that the tariff 
fact I know there is no collusion, understanding, or combina- shall be so high as entirely to prohibit importations to this 
tion of any kind between Senators upon that side who have country and thereby prohibit commercial relations between this 
been opposing the exorbitant rates proposed in this bill and country and any other country, there may come a time, as it 
Senators upon this side. It is true that one Senator upon this is supposed by the American people that there has come a time, 
side has voted uniformly with the chairman of the Finance Com- when the enemy to this country-extortion-will need the let
mittee in all these schedules. I refer to the senior Senator from ting in of the floods of importation in order to destroy that 
·Louisiana [Mr. MCENERY], and on this floor that Senator within enemy, as in the time of cutting the dikes the floods were turned 
the last few days made a speech in which he declares himself into the Netherlands in order to destroy the enemies to that 
to be a pronounced protectionist all along the line. country. 

Mr. President, I have not myself always voted with the so- But, Mr. President, it has been asserted time and again that 
called" progressives." ·we have had votes here, as every Senator the trouble which came in 1893 and 1894 was because of the 
knows, when some Senators upon this side haT"e voted with the Wilson tariff bill. For more than a third of a century no 
progressives and there have been other votes where they have ta.riff law had been enacted by the Democratic party. No tariff 
been opposed, as the RECORD shows. Sometimes it has hap- law had been enacted where any material number of the Demo
pened that the so-called "progressives" have voted with the cratic party had had any efficient participation in its enactment. 
Committee on Finance, and Democratic Senators have recorded Yet there came the panic of 1873 and there came the panic 
themselves solidly-or practically so-on the other side. So of 1893, the latter of these panics when the McKinley Act was 
when the Senator from Rhode Island declared that there was in full force, a bill that had permitted every man who wanted 
some sort of combination between the so-called "progressive" protection, or at least wanted an opportunity for extortion 
element of the Republicans nnd Democratic Senators, I made under the name and guise of protection, to come in and take 
the remark I did in the way of contradiction. I was not seeking just exactly what he wanted, as he is permitted now. So the 
to impeach or criticise or censure what Democrats upon this panic of 1893, which destroyed business in the country at that 
side may have done, whatever I may have thought about it, but time, which caused tramps to flock all over this country and to 
I did not think the facts warranted the declaration made by come in armies-the Coxey army-to the city of Washington 
the Senator from Rhode Island. That is all I care to say in for the purpose of righting themselves, occurred under the 
explanation of that remark. highest protective tariff probably that there had been up to 

But while I am on my feet and before I leave the floor I that time, and was not caused by any tariff legislation of the 
think it an opportune time to say that, so far as I am concerned, Democratic party. I hope this assertion, which has been made 
whatever other Senators on either side may think about it, I time and again against the Democratic party, will always be 
believe that the solemn declarations of a party convention, as- answered by some Democratic Senator or Representative in the 
sembled with delegates from every State in the Union-intelli- Congress of the United States. 
gent and representative men, met to declare the principles and The panic of 1893 threw its shadow through the next four 
public policy of a great party-should have some binding force years, and it took four years to recover from the panic that 
on party men. had been produced under the McKinley tariff act. I do not 

Platforms are made by representative men sent from every know whether the l\IcK.inley tariff act was the cause· of the 
State in the Union, and they meet in one great national con- panic or not, but if any ta.riff legislation produced a panic and 
vocation. I have attended several of- these party conventions. produced the trouble that existed in 1893, 1894, 1895, and 1896 
I have been upon platform committees. I have never known, in it was the tariff act of 1890, known as the "McKinley Act." 
my experience, a platform that did not have in it some things I The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing 
thought it would have been better to have left out, and other to the amendment proposed by the Senator from Iowa. 
things left out which I thought should have been put in. But The amendment was agreed to. 
when, by a consensus of the judgment and opinion of all the The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, the para-
delegates, a platform is agreed upon and promulgated, it has a graph as amended is agreed to. 
binding force upon me as a party man. Mr. BACON. Mr. President, I simply desire to say that in 

In like manner, when a Republican national convention as- the interest of the expedition of business we will not ask that 
sembles and promulgates a platform of policies and purposes, it these paragraphs be put to a vote, but in consenting to that 
ought to have some binding force upon Senators of that faith; form of announcement we do not wish to be understood as 
at least upon all who care for party discipline and party obli- agreeing to the paragraphs. With that statement I am per
gation. If this be not true, then party organization is a myth. fectly willing that the Chair shall continue to make the an
It amounts to nothing if Senators or Members of the House of nouncement in the way it has been made. 
Representatives upon either side of the Chamber can come here The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair would hold it open 
and say they are indifferent to the solemn avowals of a national if any objection was made, even subsequent to the announce
convention, which i& the supreme party tribunal, and that they ment. 
will assert their own views and judgment upon questions with- Mr. BACON. The Chair did not understand me correctly. I 
out regard to party declarations. They have a right to do it, said that in the interest of the expedition of business we would 
of course, and when they do I do not consider it within my not object to the announcement being thus made by the Chair
province to arraign them. Every Senator acts on his own con- that there was no objection-but we did· not desire that, by 
science and judgment, and is responsible to his own constitu- that form of announcement, it should be considered that we did 
ents. But I want to say for myself, and let it go into the in fact have no objection. . 
RECORD, that I am a party man; I am a Democrat; and on cur- l\lr. ALDRICH. In paragraph 323 the committee have an 
rent questions of party policy I look first and immediately to amendment. I offer an amendment, to insert the words" except 
my party platform to see what my party stands for. fia_~" after the word "fiber," in line 19 .on page 111.. 

l\lr. l\IcLAURIN. Mr. President, before the debate closes I The SECRETARY. In paragraph 323, line 19, after the word 
wish to call attention to one thing that has been uttered time "fiber" and the comma, insert the words "except flax" and a 
and again by the Republican members of the Senate and has comma~ 
been again repeated to-day. I have nothing to do with the quar- Mr. MONEY. It was impossible for me to hear what the 
rels between the members of the Republican party in the Sen- Senator from Rhode Island said. There is so little order in the 
ate. If some of them desire to repudiate the party platform as Senate that it is almost impossible, at least for nie, to know 
it was understood by the American people in the last election, what is going on. I am not trying very hard to understand it 
and revise the tariff up, and others desire to execute the will of all, but I would like t? get some. I ask the Senator if he will 
the majority of the American people as they expressed them- not repeat what he said. 
selves at the polls, adopting the policy laid down by the Repub- :Mr. ALDRICH. I said the amendment which I send to the 
lican platform, it is no concern. of mine. desk provides for inserting the words " except flax" in the 

I will say, however, that while the Senator from Michigan provision in regard to pile fabrics. It is provided for in au-
insists upon his simile or analogy of the dikes that protect the other paragraph in Sched~le J. . . 
Netherlands against the floods, thereby proclaiming himself by Mr. DOLLIVER. ~ desire to offer an observation m regard 
implication in favor of an entirely prohibitive tariff-because it to paragraph 323, ~hich r~lates to plushes, Yelvets, velveteens, 
can me. an no. thing. else-if he will recall the history of that I corduroys, and all pile fabrics, and ~o forth. I observe the com
country, he will remember that there came a time when the mittee has _left the House r~tes undisturbed, an~ that the ~ouse 
people of that country cut the dikes and let the floods in, in left the Dmgley rates undisturbed, and I desire to submit au 
order thnt they might be protected. .. inquiry whether it would not be a wise thing somewhat to re-

) 
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duce that inclusive duty contained in the last proviso of the 
paragraph: 

That none of the artlcleB or fabrics provided for in this paragraph 
shall pay a less rate of duty than 47! per .cent ad valorem. 

That seems to have been calculated to a very great nicety in 
1897, but I can not find any -reason for maintaining a higher ad 
valorem duty on those goods in the present state of the manu
facture, which is now very highly advanced, than is provided 
for the highest classes of manufactured cotton cloths. 

.l\1r. ALDRICH. It is much more expensive to make these 
plushes, velvets, velveteens, and so forth, than the ordinary 
cotton cloths. They have always had a higher rate in all the 
tariff bills, and the rate is only 2! per cent higher than that on 
the ordinary common cloth. I think the rates can not be re
duced without affecting seriously the manufacture in this coun
try. 

l\fr. DOLLIVER. But the highest rate provided for the 
highest style of cotton cloth, cloths exceeding 300 threads to the 
square inch, is limited by a. minimum of 40 per cent ad va
lorem, while twelve years ago the manufacture of many of 
these cloths, plushes, and so forth, was a comparatively new 
industry. The price of these cloths has not been in excess of 
the price of highly wrought cotton cloths. For instance, cordu
roy is a very common article of clothing, and, I think, not so 
expensive as the high grades of cotton cloths. The manufac
ture is very well advanced in this country, and I would be very 
much pleased if the twelve years of progress in the art of weav
ing this cloth under ample protection could be followed by a 
slight reduction of the Dingley schedules, although I do not 
propose· to -0.ffer an amendment to that effect. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I will say to the Senator from Iowa if 
I did not feel that the rates suggested a.re necessary for pro
tection I would not resist his suggestion. I am perfectly sure, 
because I am quite as familiar with this industry as any article 
of the cotton schedule,. that these rates are not high. They are 
articles of luxury. Some of these velvets are high priced and 
I should be very sorry to see any reduction of the rates. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing 
to the amendment reported by the Committee on Finance. 

The .amendment was agreed to. 
l\Ir. OWEN. Mr. President, before the paragraph is disposed 

of., it seems to me that this is an opportune time in which to 
request the chairman of the Committee on Finance to explain 
" the difference in the cost of the production of these articles 
in this country and abroad." I have waited in vain for an 
explanation on paragraph 316, which was kindly promised by 
the chairman of the Committee on Finance. I hope it will not 
be regarded as intrusive if I should suggest that the platform 
of the Republican party pledged the leaders in the Senate to 
write this paragraph among oth-ers in the light of "the dif
ference in the cost-of production in this country and abroad." 

Cotton goods as a general rule do not exceed in labor cost 
counting the labor as compared with the gross_ value, approxi~ 
mately 30 per cent for the entire amount of labor. Indeed the 
textile schedule, as shown by our census, does not exceed' 19.5 
per cent of the value of the product for the labor cost. But here 
the difference between the cost of production in this country 
and abroad is put at 4H per cent. I should like to inquire of 
th-e Senator from Rhode Island what is the difference by per
centage in the cost of the production of these articles in the 
United States and abroad. 

J\fr. ALDRICH. Does the Senator wish an answer to ·his 
question? 

Mr. OWEN. I have addressed an inquiry·to the most learned 
expert on the question of the difference in the cost of production 
in this country and abroad that can be found on the :floor of 
the Senate, ·and wish a plain answer. 

1\Ir. ALDRICH. Mr. President, I appreciate fully the re
curring and I was almost going to say spasmodic thirst for 
knowledge of the Senator from Oklahoma. It is sba.red more or 
less by other Senators sitting upon the other side of the Cham
ber. I have no doubt that if we had a combination in this 
respect in which this thirst could be pooled it would be ex
tremely valuable and it would answer in the new State of 
Oklahoma. 

But the Senator from Oklahoma_ could not have listened to my 
speech the other night, to be serious about this matter, because 
I explained the difference between the cost of production here 
and in competing countries abroad upon these articles in the 
cotton schedule. That speech I have not had a chance to read 
yet, but it will be published in to-morrow morning's RECORD, 
and I Wi-1.1 suggest that the Senator should devote his spare time 
to a perusal of it. · 

Mr. OWEN. Mr. President, I shall defer this matter with 
great pleasure until to-morrow morning, but I wish to advise 

the Senator if his printed remarks are no more satisfactory 
than his explanation of paragraph 316, which took place after 
the passage of that paragraph, and in such an indiscernible and 
invisible manner that it never reached my ea.rs nor appeared in 
the REcoJID, that I shall again make the inquiry of the Senator 
from Rhode Island as to the difference in the cost of production. 

If it would not greatly inconvenience the Senator at this time, 
I should like to know the percentage of labor cost in these arti
cles in the United States. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I stated in a general way that the cost of 
labor in the United States was about twice what it is in com
peting countries, that is, about 50 per cent difference. The dif· 
ference in this paragraph is 47i per cent. 

Mr. OWEN. Mr. President, in determining any mathematical 
equation where x is the unknown quantity, to double the value 
of x is not very elucidating. 

Mr. LODGE rose. 
Mr. OWEN. I should like to have the Senator from Massa

chusetts inform me with regard to the difference of the labor 
cost of these articles. 

Mr. LODGE. The statement read by the Senator from 
Rhode Island the ·other night gave the figures of the British 
Board of Trade collected in the various ·countries of Europe and 
in the United States. I .guppose the Senator from Rhode Is)and 
thought that the British Board of Trade would be considered a 
disinterested witness. Those figures represent the difference of 
cost very accurately. I can not repeat them from memory, but 
I can get the report of the board ·of trade and submit it here~ 

I know what an investigation showed made by Carroll D. 
Wright, who was a statistician, I think, whose reputation is un
questioned. It was made when he was chief of the bureau of 
labor statistics in my State. The inquiry extended oyer a 
number of years, and the result was that in 90 industries of 
Massachusetts and England the wages per hour were 77 per 
cent higher in Massachusetts than in Great Britain. He gave 
all the details involved, malting up five volumes. 

Mr. OWEN. After the side remarks of the Senator from 
Massachusetts I would now like an answer to my question. 
I have access to those statistics. 

Mr. LODGE. I have giyen the Senator an answer. I can 
not make him understand .it, of course. 

l\lr. OW)J)N. The Senator from Oklahoma is entirely capable 
of comprehending anything that will emanate in the English 
language from the Senator from Massachusetts. But when the 
Senator from :uassachusetts talks about the difference in the 
amounts paid to the. labor of Great Britain as shown by the 
reports referred to which are in my possession, and from which 
I have made a compilation, he does not answer the question 
as to the percentage of labor cost in the materials mentioned 
in this paragraph. 

Mr. LODGE. I beg the Senator's pardon; I did not under
stand that that · was his question. I thought he was asld.ng 
what the difference in labDr cost is. 

Mr. OWEN. The question was that which I have last 
stated. 

Mr. LODGE. Now I understand that what the Senator 
wants is the amount of labor cost of the material. 

Mr. OWEN: The percentage of labor cost. 
Mr. LODGE. The percentage of the labor cost, as distin

guished from the material used, I can not, in this particular 
paragrap~ give without an opportunity of inquiry. I can get it 
by inquiry. I can not answer it offhand. 

·Mr. OWEN. Then I move that this paragraph be passed 
over until that inform.ation be furnimed. 

lli. GALLINGER. I object, Mr. President. 
Mr. OWEN. I have sought in vain to obtain from any mem

ber of the Finance Committee the percentage of labor cost in 
any of these items. Not in a single instance has an answer 
been made, and I venture to say that no answer will be made 
while this debate is pending. 

l\Ir. ALDRICH. I said the other night that in a fabric cost
ing $1 a pound-and the same rule applies to all these articles
not over 20 per cent was the cost of the material and 80 p.er 
cent was the cost of labor. Of course I would be glad to ac
commodate the Senator from Oklahoma, but if we wait until 
every Senator is satisfied about something which he may have 
in his mind with reference to these matters it will take a long 
time, especially if we get to a point where he is sure that he 
understands it. 

Mr. OWEN. Mr. President, I call the attention o! the Senator 
from Rhode Island to the report ot Mr. Carroll D. Wright, pub
lished in Senate Document No. 20, Fifty-fifth Congress, third 
session, a gentleman whose ability in the matter of making 
such inquiries has been complimented by the Senator from 
Massachusetts. 
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190. Cloth manufactured in the United States. Cotton cloth, 
38! inches wide; picks, per inch, 64 by 64; warp yarn, No. 30; 
weft yarn, No. 36, 5.15 yards per pound. The cost of labor in 
transforming these materials is not 80 per cent, but 33 per cent, 
and the cost of the material not 20 per cent, but 66 per cent. 

In case No. 181, four-leaf twills, 43 inches wide; picks, per 
inch, 68 by 68; warp yarn, average number 2805; weft yarn, 
average number 3778; 4.30 yards per pound. The labor cost is 
35 per cent, and 64 per cent of the whole value is the cost of 
the material. So it goes with numerous other particular cases 
enumerated by him. I think, therefore, it is very much in point 
to know what is the percentage of labor cost in these articles, 
and also what is the percentage of labor cost of these or simihJ.r 
articles in Great Britain. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, I do not know whether the 
Senator is interested on account of the Chicago platform in 
these propositions or for some other reason. I will give the 
Senator from Oklahoma one answer which applies to practically 
every schedule and every paragraph in the bill. The total 
cost of production in the United States is a labor cost; prac
tically entirely so. 

Mr. OWEN. Upon what evidence is that based? 
Mr. ALDRICH. Common sense. 
~.Ii. OWEN. That is not sufficiently accurate as an answer 

to my question, statistically. 
Mr. ALDRICH. That may not be good authority to the 

Senator from Oklahoma. 
Mr. OWEN. It depends by whom the announcement is 

made. 
Mr. ALDR~CH. The Senator, and every Senator, must know 

that the cost of production of every article produced in the 
United States is in its last analysis a cost of the labor that 
goes into it. The only exception to that must be, of course, 
ore in the earth undisturbed and lumber in the primeval forest 
undisturbed. Every other element of cost is a cost of labor 
in one form or another. So if a piece of cotton cloth costs a 
dollar, it practically represents a dollar labor cost. 

Now, as a general thing, wages in Great Britain are about 
one-half what they are in the United States, and the cost of 
production of an article in Great Britain is about half what it 
costs in the United States. I mean the total cost f-rom one 
end to the other and the long line of development and manu
facture. 

Mr. BACON. If the Senator will pardon me--
Mr. ALDRICH. The cost in Germany is 40 per cent. I will 

not stop to question small refinements of difference, but in the 
main it is about 40 per cent what it is in the United States. 

Mr. BACON. I ask the Senator a · question for information, 
with his permission. When the Senator says an the labor cost, 
does the Senator mean that the capital is but the result of 
labor, the previous labor accumulating? 

l\Ir. ALDRICH. Undoubtedly. 
l\Ir. BACON. He does not, then, separate the labor immedi

ately employed from capital? 
Mr. ALDRICH. Not at all. I do not think it is fair to make 

a comparison of that kind. It is never fair to make compari
sons of the cost at a single stage of this long process of manu-
facture. · 

Mr. BACON. I am speaking about the capital employed. 
l\Ir. ALDRICH. You can not say, for instance, that if it 

costs 10 per cent to transfer yarn into the next step that the 
total cost is 10 per cent. That is absolutely plain, I think, to 
everybody. · 

I repeat for the benefit of the Senator from Oklahoma that 
the labor cost of all articles produced in the United States will 
be at least no per cent of the total, and he can figure the differ
ence himself, whatever it may be. 

Mr. OWEN. I ha·rn figured it from our own census, and I 
find that the statement of the Senator from Rhode Island, in 
its application to the point at issue, is not true, and it is not 
approximately true. I will state what I find with regard to 
the textiles, for instance. I do not wish to say anything which 
is discourteous; I do not mean what I say in that way, because 
I am not now dealing with the Senator from Rhode Island per
sonally, but I am dealing with a public question upon which it 
is my duty to speak, and to speak as plainly as I understand it. 

I have examined the census reports. I have taken the gross 
amount of the products of American manufacturers l.Jy the 
census of 1900, and I have taken the gross amount of wages 
paid. The gross amounts of those products when estimated by 
the wages, show that the total amount paid to labor out of some 
$13,000,149,159 in value in products (Ab. Census 1900, Table 156) 
of manufactures is $2,320,93 ,168, and the general average of 
actual _ labor cost is 17.8 per cent of the gross value of the 
product, and no more. So the percentages do not comport with 
the view of the Senator from Rhode Island that 90 per cent 

of the product is the wages of labor. While it is true that a 
large part of the gross value of the products, to wit, $7,343,-
627,875, are mater.fa.ls and enter into the calculation, and while 
it is relatively true that those materials are also originally 
sprung from the hand of labor, and a large part of them may 
be classsed in this confused way as the result of labor, still as 
far as these manufacturers are concerned that material, which 
is raw material for the factory, must be considered as material 
alone, and the labor cost of putting those materials so manufac
tured into their merchantable form does not exceed 17.8 per cent, 
and in the group of textile industries only 19.5 per cent, the 
gross product being $1,637;484,484 and the total wages $341,-
734,399. I call attention to this fact, because I think it is very 
important. · 

l\fr. ALDRICH. The Senator from Oklahoma is new, reason· 
ably new, anyhow--

Mr. OWEN. Very new, Mr. President. 
Mr. ALDRICH. In these tariff discussions. It is a matter 

that has been gone over a thousand times, I take it. I suggest 
to the Senator that if he takes this proposition over night and 
will study it, he will find that the cost of production in the 
United States of any article that he may choose is 90 ·per cent 
of it at least labor, and he will find if he reads the statistics 
and digests them carefully that the cost of that labor in the 
United States is vastly in excess of what it is in any other 
country. 

Now, he can figure for hims~lf, .he being a bright mathe
matician, what the various problems are with reference to any 
particular item, and there can be no other answer given to the 
Senator from Oklahoma. He may have a judgment about it 
which is entirely different from mine, but that is a matter of 
theory, and I presume, if I should take the next six weeks in 
discussing it with him, he probably would not agree to my judg
ment in regard to it. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President-- . 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator" from Okla

homa yield to the Senator from New Hampshire? 
Mr. OWEN. I will in just one moment. If the Senator from 

Rhode Island would show me the authority upon which the dif
ference in the cost of production is based in these paragraphs, 
and if the rates proposed really represented the difference in 
the cost of production at home and abroad, I should agree with 
him and vote for the schedule. But I can demonstrate the 
contrary and have done so in the Carroll D. Wright report in 
446 instances, as well as by the census table 156 (Ab. Cen., 1900). 

Mr. BACON. Will the Senator permit me to ask the Senator 
from Rhode Island a question? 

Mr. OWEN. I will yield for a moment to the Senator from 
New Hampshire. 

l\fr. GALLINGER. Just a moment. I will ask the Senator 
from Oklahoma if he thinks the rates named in the bill are too 
high? 

.Mr. OWEN. I do. 
l\fr. GALLINGER. If they are lowered, it will increase the 

importations, will it not? 
Mr. OWEN. I should think so, Mr. President. 
Mr. GALLINGER. Now, Mr. President, we imported between 

three and four million yards of the articles in this paragraph 
last year at a cost of between one and two million dollars. 
Does the Senator from Oklahoma want to import some· millions 
more of those goods and deny the privilege to the American 
manufacturer and the American workingman to produce them 
in this country? 

Mr. OWEN. No; l\Ir. President, I do not feel willing to 
deny the American manufacturer any just provision which 
would put him upon a perfect equality with other manufac-
turers of the world. · 

JI.Ir. GALLINGER. Yes; but if the Senator will permit me, 
we imported between three and four million yards. If we re
duce the rates we will, perhaps, import as much more, possibly, 
even a larger amount than that ; and that, of course, will dis
place to that extent employment to American workingmen and 
the opportunity of American manufacturers to do business in 
this country. Now, if the Senator wants to accomplish that 
result, of course these duties ought to be reduced. 

Mr. OWEN. In response tp the Senator from New Hamp
shire, I will say that the importations of the goods to which he 
bas referred is due to the fact that they fill a matter of want 
and a matter of taste of the American consu'mer, and therefore 
are brought into this country. I believe that the goods which 
are produced in America will find an equal foreign field, due to 
the same question of taste or same question of foreign desire 
to have that which is made in our country. I do not believe 
that the Americans are peculiar in that respect, but that they, 
like all other purchasers, follow the- line of thelr taste in such 
matters. I -do not believe that if we were to absolutely close 
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our ports to all foreign importations we would thereby benefit 
our own manufacturers. I believe we would do them a harm, 
because just as soon as they had supplied this market they 
would then close their factories; they would no longer need to 
employ labor ; ~ey would no longer have occasion for any other 
market than that which would be afforded here. -
- I do not think that is a wise policy. The United States ex
ports and imports are less per capita than any other civilized 
nation in the world, and it is because of the narrow policy which 
excludes foreign imports and compels foreign people to avoid 
purchases from our country. 

The only question in this matter which I am constrained to 
insist upon is that the pledge which was made to the American 
people shall be faithfully complied with, and that is why I have 
called attention time and time again to the percentage of.- labor 
cost in these articles, in order to elicit the fact that "the differ
ence in cost of production at home and abroad" is not the basis 
upon which these schedules are being w'ritten. It can not be 
emphasized too strongly before the Senate and before the people 
of the United States as to the pledge made to them in the past, 
even if it is explained on the floor here, that it was not in
tended to write this tariff down; the people of the United States 
ought to understand that the pledge made to them is not being 
carried out; and when I call for "the difference in the cost of 
production" the Senator from New Hampshire rises in his 
place and says that the inquiry is absurd. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Oh, no; I did not say that. 
Mr. OWEN. I so understood the Senator. 
Mr. GALLINGER. I beg the Senator's pardon, I did not 

make any criticism of that at all. I simply interrogated the 
Senator as to whether if the rates were reduced the importa
tions would not be increased. I find no fault with the Senator's 
effort to get the information that he is seeking, but I am at a 
loss to understand why the Senator can not get that on his· own 
account quite as well as to demand that any other Senator 
shall get it for him. 

Mr. OWEN. I am· abundantly supplied, and I shall furnish 
the Senator with that information in my early convenience. 
What I am pointing out is not my lack of information. I am 
pointing out that when I call on you gentlemen who are rep
resenting the party in power to give the percentage of labor 
cost in these articles you make no answer, but on the contrary 
you indulge ·in general discussion and talk about the labor cost 
of Europe and the labor cost here, arid do not come down to 
the real issue. · That is what I am calling attention to. 

I will furnish the Senate with the percentage of labor cost. 
I have already pointed out to the Senator from Rhode Island 
that the total labor cost, as shown by our own census, is 19.5 
per cent of the value of the gross product in the textile indus
tries of the United States and 17.8 per cent of the gross \alue 
of all products of all the industries. That is a fact of vital 
importance recorded in our census reports, and it is not to be 
set aside by informing me in a high-handed way that common 
sense will tell me that 80 per cent of any product is labor. 
The census is to the contrary, and the inquiry is not to be 
dealt with in that manner. I have a right to ask these ques
tions, and I have a right to a frank answer showing what the 
percentage· of labor cost is in these articles, and .showing what 
the percentage of labor cost is abroad; and then we can calcu
late the difference in the percentage of labor cost in this coun
try and abroad and thereby determine the tariff rate. Without 
that data you can not do it. I have a right to demand the 
tariff be so written as the Republican patty is pledged. I do 
demand the J?equisite data, even if I receive no answer. 

T.he PRESIDENT pro tempore. · The question is on agreeing 
to the paragraph as amended. 

The paragraph as amended was agreed to. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The next paragraph passed 

over will be reported. 
The SECRETARY. Paragraph 324. " Curtains, table covers, and 

all articles manufactured of cotton chenille," etc. 
Mr. ALDRICH. For the committee I offer an amendment 

which I send to the desk. The effect of this amendment is to 
quite largely reduce the rates of the paragraph, and make it 
more consistent, and make it apply surely to the articles which 
it was intended the paragraph as originally drawn should 
apply to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be 
stated. 

The SECRETARY. In line 15, page 112, paragraph 324, after the 
words "chief value," strike out the remainder of the para
graph and insert : 

Tapestries, and other Jacquard figured upholstery goods, weighing 
over .6 -ounces per square yard, composed wholly or in chief value of 
cotton or other vegetable fiber ; any of the foregoing, in the piece or 
otherwise, 50 per cent ad valorem. 

- Mr. DOLLIVER. I should be very glad to have an oppor
tunity to look at the amendment for a moment. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. We might pass on to the next paragraph, 
I suggest. . -

Mr. ALDRICH. We might take up the next provision I 
think. . -

l\Ir. LA FOLLETTE. Is it the Senator's purpose to have the 
amendment printed and go over until to-morrow? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I do not object to having it go over if it is 
the desire of . Senators. ·-

Mr. DOLLIVER. I should be very greatly obliged if that 
course is pursued. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I ask that that be done. 
Mr. ALDRICH. We can take it up this evening possibly. 

It was offered by me several days ago. 
Mr: LA FOLLETTE. I had not seen it. 

. Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator will find it already printed. I 
will have it taken up this evening at the evening session. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, the Senator from Missouri 
[l\!r. STONE] a few moments ago took occasion to make an 
inferential criticism against those of us on this side who could 
not see our· way clear to place lumber on the free list, and 
delivered his opinion to the effect that a Democrat is bound by 
the declaration of the Democratic party in national conven
tion. To that statement, so far as it relates to a principle, I 
thoroughly and cordially subscribe, but I ha \e said on another 
occasion that I do not believe that a convention of delegates 
selected wholly without reference to these matters of legisla
tive detail have any power to bind the judgment and the con
science of legislators with respect to them. The convention goes 
to the full extent of its authority when it names a candidate 
and adopts a platform declaring the principles of the party. 
That rule has been generally accepted by men of all parties, but 
this acceptance has found a very distinguished exception in the 
person of the. gentleman who now criticises the Democrats and 
whose criticism the Senator from Missouri has echoed. 

In 1892 the Democratic national convention expressly and 
emphatically declared without reserve or qualification in favor 
of a law to repeal the tax of 10 per cent on the issues of state 
banks, or rather, the -tax of 10 per cent on institutions which 
pa.id out the notes of state banks, which was in effect exactly 
the sa~e thing. At th.at. time there sat in the House of Repre
sentatives the Hon. William J. Bryan, representing a Nebraska 
dish·ict, and, when the Democratic party in the House of 
Representatives attempted to fulfill that pledge of the national 
convention, he refused to be bound by it, and voted against that 
specific, direct, and positive pledge which the Democratic party 
had made to the people of the United States and on which it 
had won a great triumph. I have no criticism to make of him 
further than to repeat against him and his friends the criticisms 
against us in which they now indulge. You will find upon an 
exan:iination of the RECOBD that Mr. Bryan not only refused to 
be bound by that declaration, but asserted the doctrine that a. 
congressional district had the power to bind its representative 
against the authority of the party in national convention assem
bled; and though Mr. Bryan voted and spoke against the redemp
tion of that pledge, he has been three times nominated by the 
Democratic party since the;ii for the Presidency of the United 
States. 

l\Iore than that, Mr. President, the question of whether or 
not that law, which imposed a tax of 10 per cent upon the 
issues of state banks, should be repealed, involved, at least 
in the opinion of many of. us who then sat in the House of 
Representatives, a question of principle and not of policy. Two 
of the distinguished judges who heard and decided that case 
in the Supreme Court of the United States held the law which 
we sought to repeal invalid upon the ground that 'it invaded 
the power of the State- to organize corporations and to endow 
them with such faculties as, in the judgment of the legislature 
might be proper. ' 

Speaking for myself, that was the principle upon which I 
Yoted. I have ne>er believed in bank money, whether issued by 
the banks created by the General Government or issued by a 
corporation created by a State. I have always belie\ed that 
the power to issue money is a sovereign power and can not 
be properly delegated to individuals or to corporations; but I 
also believe that the States of this Union have the right and 
have the power under the Constitution of the United States if 
they see fit, to create a corporation and authorize it to is~ue 
its promissory notes. Those notes can not be made by any law 
of any State a legal tender. 

No man can be compelled to receive them in the transaction 
of· his business; and if he does accept them, he accepts them 
simply as he would accept my note or the note of another indi
vidual or ti;ie ·note of a corporation. He takes them voluntarily, 
and at their value, under no compulsion of any law. I have 
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nev.er seen the .time that, ru:> A member of. the !legislature of if they ha-d been proclaimed in every convention from .the ·time 
Texas, 'I would have voted to -create a. bank corporation .and of .Thomas .Jefferson to J'eff Davis, because they are not w.hat I 
authorize at to issue its promissory notes; but, as .a Member believe to b.e necessary in a platform. .In my .opinion, a .party 
of Congress, feeling that the Federal Government had no just platform fillould be .a plain, clea.r, explicit declaration of prin
constitutional !l)ower rto destroy a corporation :w.hich the :State ciples and grea.t .-policies, and should never ,enter into details of 
has the power to create, I voted to repeal that tax of 10 per legislation, and not hav.e any fil'guments or. illu'st:rations. n is 
cent. .It ·seemed to me to involve a .Principle. Yet, :at other not rnecessaey.. The fewer .holes the fewer ·pegs you will have 
gentlemen who thought otherwise .I have not deemed it neces- to put in them cl Ilonbt, misgiving, and misconstruction. 
sary to .level my criticisms. Rut when 1, anjl when the ma- 'So !long -as I shall be -the :serwant of the people ·of Mississippi, 
jority of Democrats are arraigned by implication bec.au.se we I ·shall ·-Obey ibut one 'Command"' and that is of the legislature of 
do :not choose to surrender our .conscience and our judgment on my State. When that legislature sends me a message, .a com
a detail that was in violation of a principle of the Democratic mand which I can not ,obey, iI will tender them my c<>mmission 
party, I do not think Anybody here ,or elsewhere can fairly ·be and let them ·put a m3ll here who will do so; but until that time 
heard to assail us. I declare now my .absolute indej>endence .of everybody and every-

Mr. President, to illustrate-,.and I did not say it the other thing. I am Always glad, however, to go wlth those who :agree 
day because I did not rcare to ,say at-to 1llustrat-e the folly of · with me_, never -conceding it to be .Possible at any time that I 

_.-• allowing .a convention to instruct ilegislators as to details, I -can forsake .the Democratic party, for there is nowhere else -0n 
only need to call .attention to .the fad that that _i>latform ~arth for .me or .anyb<idy like me to .go. 
pledged :us to put Jogs -on ,the free list when logs were already Mr. STONE. Mr. President, I disclaim .any purpose in what 
on the free list. Obviously they ilid not know what it is nee- I ·said to-day to criticise, inferen.tially -0r otherwise, anything 
essa.ry to ~ ;and .I .do iD.Ot think they knew what -vnght to be done by -any Senator here. The Senator from Texas [Mr. 
done. iRAILEY] .says that he denies the right of any convention by a 

.l\Ir. l\IONEY.. .Mr. Presideat, I want first to indorse what declaration of party policy to ·bind the judgment ,or -conscience 
has been said ~Y the Senator from Texas [Mr. ]4n.EY~ .as to <>fa Senator. 
the .freedom of ,a Senator obeying his own -conscience and his Mr. BAII.])Y. Will the Senator permit me-
own inter,pretation of the Constitution in matters of legislation. The PRESIDING OFFICER {Mr. MoOUMBEB in the chair). 
I .happened to :be ,a Member nf the Congress to which he re- Does the Senator from l\fissouri yield to the Senator from 
ferred and :voted as did the Senator from Texas for ±he :reasons Texas? 
which he has so clearly and strongly -expressed. · I recollect Mr. STONE. I do. 
very well that Mr. Bryan not only voted against that bill, but I Mr. B.Al.LEY. -Of course >the Senator desires to state rae 
remember the reasons which .he _gave for doing so. I am not accurately. 
stating this .in criticism of ·ur. Br_yan, but to .continue wha.t has Mr. STONE. Certainly~ 
been so well said by the ·senator from T.ex:as. I recollect that m Mr. BAILEY. I said to hind the conscience or judgment of a 
his speech 1.\1.r. Bryan st:ated ±hat the platforms of parties bound .Sernrtor upon the details ·of l~gislation, not upon the policy .of 
o~y the .candidates w!1o ~ere l'unning upon _them and did not the party. 
bmd any .Representative m Congress. I .think I run correct . Mr. STONE. Mr. President, undoubtedly, whether stated in 
about that. . . . . . one form or another, that is .a .question which addresses itself to 

Mr. BAILEY. ~he .Senator .from Miss1ss1pp1 !lS exactly cor- every Senator. If a declaration should be made in a party 
rect That was his. statement . :platform that a Senator's judgment and conscience could not 

.Mr. MONEY. ';V~ the ~enator 'from T-exas please find the appro-ve, .and he .should refuse to subscribe to it, I do not con-
passage and read it m I?Y ti.Ill~? . sider it within my ·province here to call him to .account. I have 

l\fr. BAILEY. Yes, sir; I will. It is a:s follows: not attempted, nor shall I now attempt, .to censure o~ criticise 
It has been stated that every Democrat :fs In duty bound to -vote io.r what other Senators may say or do. I shall do as I think 

the repeal of the state-bank tax, because of the plank relating to that t d I ~'hn ·t th will do the s 
subject adopted by the last Democratic -national convention. A plat- righ., fill -assume .LJ.li.L O ers am~ 
form can only bind those who run upon it. :Mr. President, I nave no commission to speak in defense -0f 

President Clevehmd is, of course, :pledged to the repeal of the tax, Mr. Bryan o.r in eulogy <Of him. I have the honor of being 
because he accepted a nomination and an election upon the nati-0nal th I h th h f b · h Democratic -platform of 1802. .Tbose .also are pledged to repeal whose his friend, but not -any more . an ave e onor D rung t e 
nomlnating conventions indorsed the national pla-tform, and those are friend of Senators upon this fioar. 
perhaps bound al-so who ran -as Democrats without expressly Tepudiat- J: agree to what the Senator from Texas said about the i·e-
lng that -part of the .national platform . .In my .own case I was not only te b k ~n~ If I h d b · the H f 
nominated before the adontion of -the national platform by the Chicago peal of the sta an l.tl.A· · a een Ill . ouse o 
convention, but I expressly repudiated 1.n my ·canvass the plank which Representatitres .at that time l would nave acted in concert 
declared in favor of repealing the state-bank tax. . with that Senator, and for the same reasons .he has given. · 

l\Ir. MONEY. Mr. President, that is .about as I -recollect it. l\fr . .Bryan was not in my thought when I .had the floor a 
It was not worth while .on my part to call it to the -attention little while ago. Mr. President, alth~ugh X am Mr. Bryan's 
of the Senate, but since the subject has been introduced, I want friend :and ·greatl_y admire him, I do not think that his record 
to supplement what the ·Senator from Texa:s has said. .as a party man-and I am going t<;> state this delibera-tively-

I want to say further to the Senate that I bave no criticism £ives him license to read lectur~s to Democrats who on this 
to- make--0;f any member on this side -Qr on the ()ther flide of the fi-00.r or in the House of Representatives may act on their own 
Ohamber. I shall certainly exercise the right for myself to judgment and their .own consciences, even though they muy 
construe the 'Constitution and the platform and everything else not strictly observe the declarations of a party platform. He 
by my light, and ·not by the light of :any -other man here or else- has not been overcareful in that respect himself. But sir, I 
where; and .I freely accord to .others the ,privilege which I s.hnll .am not controlled in my judgment or utterances by l\Ir. Bryan 
always exercise. or by any other maB, .and I do not quite fancy an intimation 

I want to ·say further, Mr. President, that there is hardly .any that I am. I think, s_peak, illld vote on my ·own responsibility. 
man here or elsewhere who ·does not like approbation. The Mr. President, I was on the committee that made the Den
sweetest plaudit that can meet the public servant is the declara- ver platform last year. When the platform was in process of 
tion "Well done" from his own constituency; but above an is formulation I opposed putting into it a declaration about a mere 
the approval of his own ·conscience, the maintemmce 0f his self- detail of legislation. 
respect and of his intellectual integrity. If he has these, he I thought it was unwise and impolitic, and I have not changed 
can defy criticism and censure from any quarter whatever. 1t my opinion about that; but the platform was made and pro-
1s to be noted~and I did illot intend to ent-er into any such dis- mu1gated by the supreme tribunal of the Democratic party, 
cussion or -to ·bring it before the :Senate, hut I will :say it, now .and, while I do n-ot criticise w.hat others .may do, and had not 
that I am np-that the criticism whlch has been severest upon that in .mind when I was speaking this afternoon, I can not re.
the Democratic })art of the Senate .for -voting a small duty of 25 treat now .from th.e poSition I then took-that, ln my opinion. 
cents per ton on iron ore and $1 a thousand feet on rough lum- tlle declaration of a national convention .as to party policy and 
ber, and so on, came from Democratic papers that .never did in- principle is entitled to and should receive the support of Sen
dorse or ·support the caudidacy of Mr. Bryan .at any-time and ators and Members of the House who have been elected by that 
never approtred a thing in his platforms except this part of this party. But what I had in mind when I was talking at that 
one. time was not the thing to wh1cn the Senator from Texas Dir. 

I want to say further-'it ls .not necessary -to rsay it, because I BAILEY] or the Senator from l\fississiQPi ,[l\Ir. l\loNEYJ referred-; 
am committing myself probably to .a ;position rwhicb ·will elicit but I had reference particularly to the controversy that . was · 
more criticism, to which I am indifferent-but I will say 'that raging on the other side about the Chicago platform. 
there are other things in that platform which> if embodied in a The Republican party had declared in its platform adopted 
bill brought before the Senate, I would never vote for. Not at Ohicago .in favor of constructing a new tariff law on the 
only would I not vote ifor them, . but I wotild not vote for .them basis of fhe rliffer.ence in the cost of production in America and 
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in foreign countries. Senators on that side had been discussing 
that, and I thought it an opportune time to press upon them 
the obligation they were under to carry out not only the letter, 
but the spirit of that platform declaration. Senators upon the 
other side, numbers of them, were attempting to show, and, I 
think, with marked success, showing it even by the admissions 
of the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] himself, that 
there were paragraphs in this bill levying duties· far beyond the 
difference in the cost of production here and abroad, far be
yond any requirement of the Chicago platform; and I wanted 
to insist then, as I do now, that the Senator from Rhode Island 
and every Senator gathered about him was under obligation to 
the people of the country, who had commissioned them to come 
here and make this tariff law, to observe the declaration in 
their party platform, and to keep the pledge they had made. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator yield to me for a second? 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Mis

souri yield to the Senator from Rhode Island? 
Mr. STONE. Certainly. 
Mr. ALDRICH. The rates to which I referred were the pre

cise rates that were fixed upon cotton cloth by the Democratic 
Senate in 1894. 

Mr. STONE. Well, Mr. President, the Senator stated, never
theless, that there were such duties levied, and he was immedi
ately called to account about it by the Senator from Indiana. 
Moreover, the Senators from Iowa and the Senator from Wis
consin [Mr. LA FOLLETTE] and others have demonstrated that 
the very thing I refer to is true, and this whether the Senator 
from Rhode Island admits it or not. 

It was not my purpose to involve myselt or involve anyone 
on this side of the Chamber in a discussion about the Demo
cratic platform, but I wanted to say--

Mr. BAILEY. Will the Senator permit me? 
_ The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Mis
souri yield to the Senator from Texas? 

Mr. STONE. I do. 
Mr. BAILEY. In order that I may excuse myselt for having 

misunderstood the Senator from Missouri, I will say to him 
very frankly and to the Senate that I heard this morning that 
he was going to attack the majority of Dem~rats here for 
having voted against the motion to put lumber on the free list, 
and I supposed that it was intended so at that time. I regret 
that I misunderstood it, but that is the reason I did so. 

Mr. STONE. I did not know, of course, what the Senator 
beard or from whom he heard it. 

Mr. BAILEY. I guess the Senator from Missouri knows 
from whom I beard it. 

Mr. STONE. I do not. · 
Mr. BAILEY. Sitting rigbt here the Senator from Arkansas 

[Mr. CLARKE], the Senator from Missouri, and I talked about it, 
and I asked the Senator from Missouri not to do it. 

Mr. STONE. That is true. The Senator from Texas said he 
had heard that and asked me not to do it. That. the Senator 
did, but I asked the Senator from Texas at the moment from 
whom he got that information, and I have not been informed yet. 

Mr. BAILEY. The Senator asked me? 
Mr. STONE. I did. 

· Mr. BAII;EY. The Senator from Arkansas [Mr. CLARKE] 
told me that the Senator from Missouri stated that he was 
going to do it, but that he would not. 

Mr. STONE. Then it seems that the Senator got his infor
mation from the Senator from Arkansas that I was going to 
attack Senators here. 

l\Ir. BAILEY. 1\Ir. President, let us not have any misunder
standing. I got the information which I received from the 
Senator from Arkansas in the presence of the Senator from 
Missouri, and there were one or two other Senators that sat 
here and heard the whole conversation. The Senator from 
Missouri heard everything said by the Senator from Arkansas 
that I heard. 

Mr. STONE. I did not hear that-
Mr. BAILEY. Wel1, that happened. 
Mr. STO:.NE. From the Senator from Arkansas? With all 

due respect to the Senator from Texas, I think he is mistaken 
a.bout the Senator from Arkansas having said anything like 
that. -

But that is wholly immaterial and unimportant. I stated 
that I did not know from whom the Senator had obtained his 
information, and I did not. If I cared to go into a private 
conversation, much said in a half-jocular way, that I had in 
my own room last night with the Senator from Arkansas-but, 
Mr. President, I will not do that. I made no attack upon 
Senators on this side. I have said nothing offensive, or in
tended to be offensive, to them; and that ought to be the one 
thing to be considered here--that is, what I did on the floor. 

If I had had any purpose, which I disclaim, of attacking the 
Senator from Texas or any other Senator for his vote on the 
lumber schedule, it is sufficient to · say that I did not do it. I 
said nothing upon the subject and, therefore, I do not think 
that the Senator from Texas should have dragged a private 
conversation before the Senate. If I had wished to attack, 
there would have been no doubt about my purpose. 

Mr. BAILEY. The Senator from Missouri asked me where 
I got my information. I am not in the habit of making a 
statement and then having an inquiry made of where I got my 
information without answering, and the Senator from Missouri 
is the one who dragged out the private conversation. 

Mr. STONE. I said, l\Ir. President, that I did not know 
where the Senator got his information. That was what I said. 
Now, Mr. President, I desire to say, not only to the Democratic 
Senators, but to Republican Senators as well, that I stand by 

·the proposition I announced this afternoon. I believe that the 
declarations of a party platform are obligatory and should have 
some binding force on party men. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I ask for the regular order, Mr. Presi-
dmL -

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The hour of 5 o'clock and 
30 minutes having arrived, in obedience to the order of the Sen
ate, the Senate will take a recess until 8 o'clock this evening. 

EVENING SESSION. 
The Senate reassembled at 8 o'clock p. m. 

THE TA.RIFF. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con
sideration of the bill (H. R. 1438) to provide revenue, equalize 
duties, and encourage the industries of the United States, and 
for other purposes. 

Mr. STONE. I make the point of no quorum. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will call the 

roll. 
The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an• 

swered to their names: 
Aldrich Cullom · Hale 
Beveridge Cummins Hughes 
Brandegee Curtis Johnson, N. Dak. 
Briggs Depew Johnston, Ala. 
Bristow Dick Kean 
Brown Dillingham Lodge 
Burnham Dixon Mccumber 
Burrows Dolliver Martin 
Bm·ton Elkins Money 
Carter Fletcher Nelson 
Clapp · Flint Newlands 
Clark, Wyo. Foster Oliver 
Clarke, Ark. Frye Overman 
Clay Gallinger Page 
Crane Gamble Paynter 
Crawford Guggenheim Penrose 

Perkins 
Piles 
Rayner 
Root 
Scott 
Simmons 
Smith, Md. 
Smith, Mich. 
Smoot 
Stone 
Sutherland 
Warner 
Warren 
Wetmore 

Mr. WARNER. The Senator from Nebraska [Mr. BURKETT] 
is necessarily detained from the Senate. 

Mr. PILES. I wish to announce that my colleague [Mr. 
JONES] is unavoidably detained, and can not attend the session 
of the Senate this evening. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Sixty-two Senators have 
answered to their names. There is a quorum present. The 
pending amendment is that offered by the Senator from Rhode 
Island for the committee. 

Mr. STONE. Mr. President, when the Senate took a recess I 
had the floor. . I resume it now to complete . what I was saying. 
A disagreeable situation occurred just before the recess. The 
junior Senator from Texas [Mr. BAILEY] stated that I had de
clared a purpose to attack some Democratic Senators for some 
votes they had cast during the consideration of this bill. The 
RECORD will show, without going over it again, all that was said. 

Mr. President, I confess that the statement made by my dis
tinguished friend, the Senator from Texas, was annoying and 
somewhat embarrassing to me. I did not think that a conT"ersa
tion had in the cloakroom, where conversation is carried on with · 
great freedom and abandon, should be repeated on the floor. 
But, under the circumstances, I now feel that I ought, in justice 
to myself, and in the presence of the Senator from Arkansns and 
the Senator from Texas, say just what there is about this whole 
matter. 

On Friday last there came to me a gentleman who is asso
ciated. with important mercantile interests in New York and he 
talked to me about some features of the cotton schedule. He 
had talked to me about that schedule before on several occa
sions. He said to me that if I would write to a certain firm in 
New York, one of the leading mercantile firms of that metrop
olis, and ask them certain questions, they would probably give 
me some interesting information. 

--
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On that day, Friday last, I addressed a letter to that firm, 
making some inquiries. Yesterday morning I received their 
answer. They sent me a number of samples of cotton goods-
mercerized brocades and other things-and attached to each 
sample was a statement showing the cost of the article, the 
duty imposed under the present law, the duty that would be 
imposed under the Senate bill, and showing also the increase of 
duty under the proposed bill over the existing law. There were 
14 or 15 of·these samples and statements, and they were very 
striking. The:v were very interesting and very important, if 
true. While somewhat on the line of the things presented to 
the Senate by the Senator from Iowa [1\Ir. DOLLIVER] and the 
Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. LA FOLLETTE], these we1:e espe
cially clear-cut and distinct.. 

I had it in mind-to rise here this morning and exhibit those 
samples and read the statements, and then. to call a page and 
direct him to take them across the aisle here and deliver them 
to the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH} and ask him 
to say whether the statements made were true or false-, and if 
he declined to answer them to call upon the Senator from Utah 
[Mr. SMOOT) to answer. That was the purpose I had in mind. 

. Yesterday afternoon my friend. the Senator from Arkansas 
[l\!.r. CLARKE.] and I were toge.ther in my room, and I told him 
about this, and I went further and said-in substance, as I re
call it-that it would be a good time to go a little further and 
ask how any Democrat could vote for such an increase in tax
ation, and so on. In the course of this conversation I went 
on further to say to my friend from Arkansas. " I S}o not know 
but that I will go a little deeper into it, and comment on some 
things in which you a.re conce~ed. also." This talk, really not 
altogether serious, went on at some length. Of course. I would 
not attack the Senator from Arkansas, for there is no man here 
closer to me than he; and it I thought he was in error in his 
judgment about anything I would not assail him on the Senate 
floor, nor he me if he thought I was in error. 

It seems that tlllil morning in the cloakroom> in that free and 
easy sort of conversation which occurs in these cloakrooms, he 
made some half-jocular remark ahout this conversation which 
we had had. 

To-day the Senator from Texas, while I was standing near 
him waiting for my name to be called on some vote. said to 
me, as I. thought, in perfect good humor, "I understand you 
are going to jump onto some of us here,'' or something of that 
kind. I said, "Who told you so?" Now,. he and I differ in 
our remembrance of that conversation, ·although the difference 
is not important. The Senator from Texas states it as his re
membrance that the Senator from Arkansas said at that time 
that he had reported that I was going to do this awful thing. 
As I remember it, the Senator from Arkansas said to me, in a 
laughing way, while the Senator from Tex.as and I were having 
our little talk, which was entirely pleasant, "Well, you are 
going to let them bulldoze you," or something of that kind. 

That is all there is to this great affair. I regret that a 
circumstance so trivial should be brought into the Senate, and 
that I should be compelled to detail a matter of this sort in 
self-j ustifi.ca tion. 

.l\Ir. CLARICE of Arkansas. Mr. President, I think this little 
incident has been distorted o.ut of all relation to its real im
portance. I had a com-ersation with my distinguished friend, 
the Senator from Missouri, yesterday, in which he indicated 
that he was prepared to engage somewhat extensively in the 
debate on the bill now pending here, especially with reference 
to the cotton schedule; that he had equipped himself with the 
usual experts. and samples, and thought he would make a dis
play which would attract attention. And in further manifesta
tion of the exuberance incident to the discovery he had made, 
and the equipment with which he had supplied himself, he said 
he would comment somewhat on the action of Democrats who 
were voting for schedules that involved increases beyond the 
Ding1ey rates. He said "when I get well started, I shall like
wise include such pertinent comments upon certain votes which 
have been cast by Democratic. Senators, not in accordance with 
the demands of the Denver platform." I said "when you do 
that you will get· on my toes, in which event you will find you 
have accumulated an engagement somewhat greater in magni
tude than the one you think you have taken in band." [Laugh
ter.] 

When I reached the cloakroom this morning I found my 
worthy and clistinguished friends-and they are friends-from 
North Carolina in a state of active perturbation about the com
ments being made upon their entirely commendable and wise 
votes against free lumber~ and I said to them, "Your troubles 
have j.ust begun. \Vhen the Sen.:'ltor from Missouri gets. through 
with you you will have more to account for than that." It 
was a sore subject to them, because the comments. and criti-

cisms in their State are altogether out of line with the Democ
racy, wisdom. and patriotism of the vote they cast ngainst 
free lumber. 

I hea.rd no more of the matter until the Senator from l\Iis· 
souri and the Senator from Texas had a. little conversation in 
relation to it in my presenee. I felt all the time that the Sena
tor from Missouri did not intend to make any such speech; 
that he had more coUl"age at home than· he wonld have up here, 
because he would find difficulties to cope with here which were 
not present there. 

I did not suppose that any private conversation I had had in 
reference to the incident was being made the basis of any seri
ous statement of fact, and I have not fixed in my mind just 
what I said.· Nor have I fixed in my own recollection all the 
occasions when I made ·statements concerning it, and ther~ 
fore I am not prepared to contradict anything that anybody 
says a.bout it 

The Senator from Missouri, I assume,. although I was not 
here this afternoon, has not unjustly .attacked anybody, and I 
hope that this incident will not be made the occasion. in the 
slightest degree, to disturb the cordial and harmonious relation
ship which exists between Senators on both sides of the Cham
ber. I probably am the innocent cause ot tlle entire controversy. 

Mr. STONE. Mr. President, I wish to make one further ob
servation before Slll'rendering the floor. I did not make the 
speech I intended to make about the cotton. schedule> based on 
these samples and calculations tc> which I. referred,. because it 
occurred to me that before l did so I had better get some expert 
to look them over and see whether I could absolutely rely upon 
them. And so last evening,. after I parted from my friend the 
Senator from Arkansas, I saw an expert familiar with the law 
and with cotton fabrics: and consulted him. He took my data 
under advisement and this morning he came to my offices and 
convinced me that there were errors. in the statements; in some 
of them at least. So I postponed my assault on the Senatorf:! 
from Rhode Island and Utah. 

I postponed it because I do no-t wish to make any statement· 
I would not want to read into the RECORD any statement of 
fact unless I was fil'st convinced that it was absolutely accu
rate, and so I took precaution to discover whether the state
ments furnished me were accurate,, and when I was: told by a 
gentleman in every way capable ot determining that question 
that some of the statements were not accurate, I did not and 
could not use them. 

If the Senator from New York desires to interrupt me I will 
yield. ' 

Mr. DEPEW. Will the Senator from Missouri allow me? 
Mr. BAILEY. Before the Senator does that--

, Mr. DEPEW. I simply wanted to ask why in the interest 
of truth and enlightenment of the Senate the Senator had not 
sent that expe1·t t0i some of orrr insurgent friends. 

Mr. STONE. I yield to· the Senator from Texas. 
Mr. B.A.~Y. I simply want to say that I accept, and prob

ably I ought to. have accepted earlier in the day, the statement 
of the Senator from Missouri, that what he said and wh:it I 
took exception to his saying was not intended as any criticism 
of those of us who voted against the motion to put lumber on 
the free list. I had not before sup.posed that it wa,s so much of 
a jocular matter, and I say that if I had known it had been 
treated as a matter of joke I probably would never have par
ticularly observed the conc1uding sentence or two of the speech 
which the Senator from Missouri .made in the afternoon. But 
having heard that, and since I was here this afternoon I recalled 
that the first word came to me while seated here. that a Senator 
suggested it to me, and then the conversation as I recalledi it 
this afternoon occurred between the Senator from Arkansas: 
the Senator from ~.I.issouri, and myself. I want, however, t~ 
say that when I remonstrated with the Senator from Missouri 
about introducing a question of tlmt ldnd he did not say 
whether or not he intended to do it, and as to whether or not 
I am supposed to know when he i joking he freq_nent1y changes 
his visage, and ~ven when he smiles I am not always sure that 
he is joking. 

l\Ir. ST01't"'E. l\Ir. President, I do not joke very often. 
Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. It will not do to leave now the 

impression that the Senator from Missouri was not justified 
when he made the announcement to me I had referred to. I 
was teasing my friend from North Carolina and this took place 
at that time. 

Mr. STONE. I think it is well enough to end this. It is 
not of sufficient importance to continue. I want, in conclusion, 
to say a word or two about platforms. I want it understood, 
so far as I am concerned, that I regn.l'd .a platform promul
gated by a national convention as the deliberate expression of 
party judgment upon the policies and principles €>f that party. 
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From this position I can not recede. If what I say be. not true 
then a platform is an. idle and meaningless thing-. If that be 
not true then there is no need of national conventions giving 
utterance to party convictions. If that be not true then I can 
understand why the Senator from Rhode Island and his col
leagues on the Finance Committee- can treat the declarations 
of the Chicago platform with indifference. 

That is all I care to say. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing 

to tile amendment of the Senator from Rhode Island, on the 
part of the committee, to paragraph 324. It will be stated. 
- The SECBETA.BY. On page 112, line 15, it is proposed to strike 
out all after the words " chief value," and insert in lieu thereof 
the words: 

Tapestries, and other J'acquard figured upholstery goods, weighing 
over 6 ounces- per square yard, composed wholly or in chief value of 
cotton or other vegetable fiber ; any of the foregoing, in the piece or 
otherwise, 50 per cent ad valorem. 

.Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr. President, I desire to say, first, that 
this amendment makes paragraph 324 very much more pala
table than it originally was to me. I objected to it fo:i: two 
reasons. In the first place it made obscure the provisions of 
the Dingley law, because it proposed to deal not with curtains 
and draperies an<t coverings as the Dingley law did,. but with 
articles suitable for draperies, coverings, and tapestry, and it 
was my judgment that such a phrase embodied in a paragraph 
-would be very likely to provoke more litigation to wring the 
hearts ot statesmen. in the next generation or other.wise aris
ing out of adverse decisions of the courts. I 'also objected to it 
because it was so awkwardly worded that it dragged· into a 
.paragraph that was- to be devoted to curtains, draperies, and 
coverings so large a variety of. ordinary women's dress· goods 
as to be astonishing, to say the least. 
. I am very much gratified that the committee has simplified · 
the language by confining the section to the goods which are 
intended· to be included in it. The only objection I have to the 
paragraph as· it is proposed to amend it is· that it makes what 
looks. to me like an unreasonable addition to the duties provided 
by the Dingley tariff law. I have here a very excellent speci
men of this upholstery goods [exhibiting]. ~ese goods are 
manufactured in the city of Philadelphia. I: think they are 
manufactured there cheaper than they are made anywhere in 
the world. At any rate, the greatest' merchant in. the city of 
Washington tells · me that it is his· custom, not to import these 
goods, but to impor.t an advance sample o:t the patterns and 
coloring that are to be in vogue in Germany, France and 
other countries engaged in making them, . and· when h~ gets 
the pattern here to send. it to Philadelphia to be duplicated at 
a rate very much less than he co.uld possibly import it. 

I got this sample from a merchant in this city who . is ac
customed to hand.le these- goods in that way. Being a Jacquard 
weave of upholstery cotton cloth, it is now assessed as -count
able_ cotton containing between 100 to 150 threads to the square 
inch at 35 per cent ad valorem. It is worth 80 cents- a yard. 
While this amendment greatly improves the original phrase
ology of. the paragraph, inadvertently I think it increases the 
duty to 50 per cent, and I hope that that will not be done. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President--
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Iowa 

yield to the Senator from Indiana? 
Mr. DOLLIVER. Certainly. 

· Mr. BEVERIDGE. I did not quite understand ' the Senator 
and I rise only for information. Do I understand the Senato~ 
to say that this prominent merchant of Washington, from whom 
he gets his sample, tells him that under the present law he can 
get these very goods in Amerit!a cheape:r than he can get them 
abroad? 

Mr. DOLLIVER. I made a memorandum of his statement 
exactly. 

MT. BEVERIDGE. That is what I understood, but I was not 
quite sure, and I. wanted to get it clea:rly in my mind. . 

Mr. DOLLIVER. The foreign article can not be. sold by the 
dealer, or rather importer, at less than $1.25 a yard to the retail 
merchant. Its valuation at the custom-house being 80 cents a 
ya.rd, it is .. retailed at $1.60. The domestic article, made by a 
Philadelphia mill, costs the wholesale handlers 90 cents and 
the consumer obtains )t for $1.25. . ' 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Under the present tariff? 
l\Ir. DOLLIVER. Yes. So while I would not object to a 

reasonable protection for these goods, I very much doubt 
whether they need 50 per cent. I would suggest to the com
mittee that as small as possible a rise over the 35' per cent now 
provided by law would be very much more reasonable. 

Mr. SMOOT. Will the Senator allow me? 
Mr. DOLLIVER. Certainly. . 

Mr. SMOOT. I. have no doubt that the sampie the Senator 
from Iowa has shown is conect, but he must remember, and I 
also call the attention of the Senate to the factr that that is· 
one of the ve1~ cheapest kind of tapestries woven upon a Jac
quard loom. It is perhaps true that it ffills in the countable 
paragraph at 35 per cent. 

Mr. DOLLIVER That is exactly what it does. 
Mr. SMOOT. But I can bring here samples that to-day, un

der the countable paragraph, have been worth from $4 to $5 a 
ya.rd. This is not a fair sample of tapestry work. I believe 
that the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. PENROSE] has sam
ples of this kind of work [exhibiting]. This is the kind of 
work, and a great deal of it, that the Committee on Finance is 
trying· to talrn care of. This is a cotton figure showing scenery. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Will the Senator from Utah kindly state 
what is the origin, history; and general moral character of that 
cloth? 

Ur. SMOOT. This is a cotton tapestry cloth that comes now 
under paragraph 324. . 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Where does it come from? 
Mr. SMOOT. It is woven in Philadelphia, and it is woven 

on a Jacquard loom, as no other loom can produce that class 
of work. It takes- the very highest skilled labor in the cotton 
industry to finish such work. We are proposing a duty of 50 
per cent, and we think that is small enough for this particular 
class of work. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Does the Senator know what countable 
paragraph that cloth would fall in? 

Mr. SMOO'r. I will see if I can turn to it. 
Mr. ALDRICH. It occurs to me that it ought not to be in

cluded in any countable paragraph. The idea of assessing a 
duty upon that class under_ the countable provisions of cotton 
cfoth is, I think, as good a statement in fa vo:r of the amend~ 
ment as could. possibly be made. 

l\Ir. SMOOT. I . will state. that the=· size is 58 by 79, and the 
cost $8.70 a yard. 

Mr. DOLLIVER: Then I suggest to my friend from Rhode 
Island it might be a good idea to separate those works of_ a11; 
froni this tapestry, which is- wol"th less than $1 a yard, and 
put upon one of them a moderate duty, which now it seems to 
en.joy, and put upon the other whatever duty you please. 

1\fr. ALDRICH. The Senator of course knows that in the 
preparation of countable cloths it is_ impossible to refer to all 
the particular items of manufacture in the United States. As 
I stated- this morning, you_ would have- a tariff bill hundreds 
of pages long if you undertook to put different rates on e-very 
_one. of these manufactures. The rate is onls; 50 per_ c.ent, which 
is certainly not a high rate.. fo1- this kind of goods. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. It is true, as the Senator· from Rhode 
Island says, that it is a little difficult where there is a large 
number of articles, but I . flashed upon the attention of the 
Senate a modest little poor man's tapestry, worth 80 cents. a 
yard, made in, Philadelphia, and when I suggest that the duty. on 
it ought not to be raised I am confronted by the statement 
of magnificent works of art that belong-_in the palaces of king_s 
and queens, also originating in Philadelphia, worth $8 or $10 a 
yard. As. the bill makes- dividing lines between cotton cloths, 
some l2 and the next.12! cents a yard,. for the purpose of mak
ing the: thing · equal and fair all around, r suggest that there 
ought to be. some scheme by which_ a line of demarkation could 
be drawn against the trappings ' of royalty which the Senator 
from Utah exhibits and the modest tapestry of the poor whieh 
I hold in my hand. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President--
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does- the Senator from Iowa 

yield to the Senator from Indiana? 
M.r. DOLLIVER. Certainly. 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. I merely wish to ask a question, not being 

familiar with these various· tapestries. The articles exhibited 
by the Senator from Iowa are more generally sold and used 
than the exquisite things exhibited by the Senator from Utah? 

JIJ:r: DOLLI.VER. Rather, in. a world like this. 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. That being true, I understood the Sena

tor from Iowa to say a moment ago that a great retail store in 
Washington had informed him that these that are generally 
used, even under 35 per cent ad valorem, could be made cheaper 
here than they could-import them. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Yes. 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. Would 50 per cent ad valorem, as far as 

the Senator has studied it, be prohibitive for those things? 
Mr. DOLLIVER. I reckon. I would suggest, and I hope the 

committee will entertain the suggestion favorably, that the rate 
fie fixed less than $1 a yard at 35 per cent and more than $1 
a yard at 50 per cent. -
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· 1\Ir. BEVERIDGE. How would that strike- the commJttee? 
Mr. ALDRICH. Make it 40 per cent. 
l\fr. DOLLIVER. Well, let it be forty. Let us make some 

little <lifference between the king and the poor man. 
. Mr. BEVERIDGE. I suggest that that might be a happy 
solution. · 

l\Ir. PENROSE. l\Ir. President, I think it will be generally 
. admitted, notwithstanding the reference to a king, that these 
are all articles of luxury, not of necessity. The framing of 
. this amendment so as to segregate these upholstery goods from 
dress goods was attended with very great difficulty. Anyone 
conversant with the technicalities of their manufacture and the 
character of the different fabrics will recognize the importance 
of the amendment submitted by the chairman of the Committee 
on Finance, that is carefully thought out and accomplishes the 
purpose had in view, to classify these upholstery goods. They 
are articles of luxury, not of necessity. 

1\Ir. ALDRICH. I would suggest to the Senator from Penn-
sylrnnia that we might make a dividing line. 

l\Ir. PENROSE. I have no objection to a dividing line. 
Mr. ALDRICH. I am anxious to get through this bill. 
Mr. PENROSE. I think I ought to state, though, Mr. Presi

dent, that with the exception of pile fabrics, chenille curtains, 
table covers, and goods made of chenille, all of which are pro
vided for in the Dingley law, all these beautiful tapestries, all 
high works of art, came in at a rate of 30, 35, or 45 per cent 
ad \alorem under the Dingley law, and the purpose 9f this 
amendment is ·to classify them as upholstery goods and have 
them bear a uniform duty. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. If , the Senator will permit me to inter
rupt him for a minute, does he know how many of them arrived 
under the Dingley law? 

Mr. PENROSE. I know this Jacquard art and these new 
designs are comparatively recent. I do not suppose that the 
importations are \ery large just now, but I say the industry 
has languished, and it will become extinguished altogether un
less it is provided for. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. I think that is on account of the high 
colors of the goods. 

1\Ir. SMOOT. It would be impossible to tell the amount of 
importations, because they are coming in under the countable 
clause. It would be impossible for us to say how many of 
them have been imported. 

Mr. PENROSE. I simply want to add that this Jacquard 
finished work is quite high in the artistic line. I quote a part 
of the rather lengthy definition given by the Century Dic
tionary: 
• The Jacquard attachment is a device for forming sheds or open
ings for the passage of the shuttle between the warp threads, in
vented by Joseph Marie Jacquard, of Lyons • • • . It consists 
essentially of a series of perforated paper on metal cards, ot which 
there may be an indefinite number, joined together by tlexible con
nections, which like an endless chain are carried upon a perforated 
revolving prism • * *. There is no limit to variety of form and 
color of the figures that may be woven. · 

• • • The introduction of the method of weaving at once ad
vanced the art of figured weaving beyond the limit of mere geometrical 
patterns into the realm of fine art industry, as even the finest tapes
tries may ba successfully· imitated by it. 

The preparation for weaving Jacquard figured goods is very 
expensive, especially for upholstery, where the patterns are of 
important size. First the design is painted on plain paper by 
an artist, in the exact size and coloring to be produced in cloth. 
It is then repainted by a mechanical draftsman on paper 
ruled in small squares. The process is often more costly than 
the original painting or sketch. Then from the point or ruled 
paper a card stamper punches the cards, each hole separately, 

- reading from the point paper as a piano player would from a 
sheet of music. As in most cards used it is possible to cut as 
many as 1,200 holes, you can judge how slow the process is. 
There is a set now in use in Philadelphia that contains 20,000 
separate cards laced together. The cost of that set was $1,000. 
Each pattern requires different cards and each loom a different 
set. The manufacturer of cotton cloth has no such expense. 
He can use one weaver for a number of looms, where an uphol
stery manufacturer requires a wea\er to each loom. 

I think if there is one thing in the cotton schedule which 
should be encouraged it is these beautiful and artistic tapestries 
which are exhibited here to-night. 

1\Ir. ALDRICH. I modify the amendment so as to read 
after the word "otherwise," in· the sixth line of the amend
ment, "valued at $1 or less per yard, 40 per cent ad valorem; 
if valued at over $1 per yard, 50 per cent ad valorem." 

That reduces the common goods 10 per cent. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Rhode 

Island modifies his amendment, which the Secretary will read. 
· The SECRETARY. In the sixth line of the·proposed .amendment, 

after the word "otherwise," insert "valued at $1 or less per 
yard, 40 per cent ad valorem; valued at over $1 per yard, 50 
per cent ad valorem." 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing 
to the amendment as modified. 

The amendment as modified was agreed to. 
The paragraph as amended was agreed to . 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The next paragraph passed 

over will be read . 
The Secretary read as follows : 
325. Stockings, hose and half-hose, made on knitting machines or 

frames, composed of cotton or other vegetable fiber, and not other
wise specially provided for in this section, 30 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I ask that that paragraph be agreed to. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing 

to the paragraph. 
The paragraph was agreed to. 
Mr. OLAY. I should like to ask the Senator from Rhode 

Island a question. It is my recollection that the House in
creased all the items named in this paragraph. 

Mr. ALDRICH. No; not in this paragraph; in the next 
paragraph. 

1\lr. CLAY. Paragraph 326? 
Mr. ALDRICH. Paragraph 326. 
Mr. OLAY. I see now. 
Mr. BACON. Several Senators in addressing themselves 

to the cotton schedule have stated that the cotton schedule in 
the Dingley Act is practically the same as the cotton schedule 
in the Wilson Act. I find that that is only true up to about 
the paragraph just passed, because it is not true of paragraph 
322 or paragraph 323. It is certainly not true of both those 
paragraphs; in other words, the rates are to be raised 25 per 
cent. 

Mr. SCOTT. Do I understand now that the next paragraph 
is 326? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Paragraph 325 has just been agreed to. I 
understand that we are now going to take up paragraph 326. 
It has · not been reached yet; that is, the amendment has not 
been stated. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Paragraph 326 will be read. 
The SECRETARY. On page 112 the committee proposes to 

strike out all of para.graph 326 as printed in the House text 
and in!?ert a new paragraph, as follows : 

326. Stockings, hose and half hose, selvedged, fashioned, narrowed, 
or shaped wholly or in part by knittini? machines or frames, or knit 
by hand, includin~~such as are commercially lmown as seamless stock
ings, hose and hau hose, and clocked stockings, hose or half hose, all 
of the above composed of cotton or other vegetable fiber, finished or un
finished, valued at not more than $1 per dozen pairs, 50 cents pe1· 
dozen pairs ; valued at more than $1 per dozen pairs, and not more 
than $1.50 per dozen pairs, 60 cents per dozen pairs-; valued at more 
than $1.50 per dozen pairs, and not more than $2 per dozen pairs, 
70 cents per dozen pairs; valued at more than $2 per dozen pairs, and 
not more than $3 per dozen pairs, $1.20 per dozen pairs; valued at 
more than $3 per dozen pairs, and not more than $5 per dozen pairs, 
$2 per dozen pairs ; and in addition thereto, upon all the foregoing, 
15 per cent ad valorem; valued at more than $5 per dozen pairs, 55 per 
cent ad valorem. 

Mr. SCOTT. In connection with that paragraph I send to 
the desk a petition fi·om a large manufacturing establishment 
in cotton hosiery in my State. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. What -is the request of the 
Senator n·om West Virginia? 

Mr. SCOTT. I ask to have a petition read from the work
men employed in a large industry in my State making this class 
of goods. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, the peti
tion will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows : 
MARTDl'SBURG, w. VA., April 1, 1909., 

Hon. NELSON w. ALDRICH, 
Chairman of the Finance Committee, Washington, D. 0.: 

We the employees of the hosiery mills of the Kilbourn Knitting Ma
chine' Company, at Martinsburg, W. Va., realizing the important bear
ing of the tariff on hosiery to our means of livelihood, and the loss 
of production in this mill in the past, which has several times oc
curred, due to severe foreign competition, and wishing to signify our 
faith in the justice of an advance in the present rates of tuiff on 
hosiery, which will enable us to secure steady employment without ·en
dangering our present rate of pay, do respectfully petition your hon
orable committee to vigorously support the proposed new tariff on 
hosiery. 

Our co'!lviction is that the manufacturers are not a body clamoring 
for additional profits, but they are asking for protection because they 
are threatened with annihilation, and that their many thousands of 
employees are · threatened with a reduction of wages or entire loss of 

· work. 
The grades of hosiery in which we are most interested are those 

which retail to the consumer at 25 cents, 35 cents, and 50 cents per 
pair. 

Mr. SCOTT. I ask that the petition be referred to the Com
mittee on Finance, and also the additional petition which I have 

I 

} 
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here that I will not ask to have read, but I shall be glad to 
have it go in the RECORD and then referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears no objec
tion, and it is so ordered. 

The petition was referred to the Committee on Finance and 
oruered to be printed in the RECORD, as follows: 

TRE KILBOURN KNITTING MACHINE COMPANY, 

Hon . . N. B. SCOTT, 
Martinsburg, W. Va., April 5, 1909. 

Uni ted States Senate, Washington, D. 0. 
D E AR Srn : In the last ten years there has been a large increase, both 

in the domestic output and the importations of hosiery into this coun
try, but it happens to be a fact that the increase in domestic output 
has been almost entirely confined to that class of goods best protected 
by the tari.tl'. This class was formerly imported into this country at 
$1.75 per dozen and sold to the consumer at 25 cents per pair. Now, 
under the protective tariff, by domestic competition and rapid improve
ment in machinery, this same stocking, made from the same yarns, on 
the same gauge of machines, has been reduced until the price to-day is 
57~ cents to 62~ cents per dozen, and the stocking is retailed at 2 pairs 
for a quarter instead of 25 cents per pair, as formerly ; whereas the 
hosiery that retails at 25 cents and 50 cents per pair has been largely 
in the hands of foreign manufacturers, and they are to-day in this mar
ket to such an extent that they are the price-controlling factor which 
has stopped many of the hosiery mills of this country during the past 
year and a half which operate on this higher grade. 

There has been no speedy nor average advance in price ; the goods 
already referred to have been reduced from $1.75 to 57~ cents per dozen; 
from 25 cents per pair to 2 pairs for a quarter. Fancy half hose, made 
lo Germany, formerly retailed at 75 cents per pair, have been made 
by domestic manufacturers and sold at 25 cents per pair, and they have 
more intrinsic value than the German goods which sold at 75 cents 
per pair. Since the so-called " Gel'man tariff agreement " came into 
operation the German manufacturers have made such a reduction in the 
prices of fancy goods that it is impossible for the domestic manufacturer 
to make them at a profit, with the consequence that two-thirds of the 
machinery which makes fancy hosiery in the country at the present time 
is idle. · 

In 1908 the domestic mills making goods coming in contact with 
foreign competition-which goods were sold at 25 cents per palr-were 
obliged to reduce the price not only to cost, but lo some instances be
low cost, ln order to maintain their organization and hold their help 
together ; and yet the importations of this class of foreign goods for 
that year fell off onl~ about 10 per cent, showing that the foreigner 
could make and sell the 25-cent goods in th.is country when we could 
not make them at a profit. 

The domestic hosiery manufacturers have not only not made any tre
mendous profits ln the past fifteen years, but it has been imposslble 
but for a few to pay any dividends at all, on account of increased pr.ice 
in raw material, increased price paid for labor, and reduction in price 
of goods, brought about not only by domestic competitlon, but by reduc

·tion in prices in Germany and consequent lowering of prices by the 
German manufacturer. but also from the fact that improvements ln 
hosiery machinery in this country have been so rapid during the past 
fifteen years that, in order to keep pace with the times and competition, 
it has been necessary for the manufacturer to replace his machinery 
at least every five years. The hosiery business for the manufacture of 
a good quality of goods being a comparatively new one in this country, 
tremendous outlays of money have been necessary not only for the con
stant purchase of new machinery, but for the teaching and training of 
labor to a business entirely new in the Unlted States. 

The cost of labor in the past fifteen years has more than doubled, and 
1t will, therefore, be seen by all of the above that the chief benefit that 
has accrued through protective ta.rift' has been in the reduction of price 
to the consumer and increased price paid to labor. 

The hos.IBr~ business in this country is now in a transition period· 
machine builders are constantly develo_ping new and improved machin: 

-ery; many mills are reaching for the 2<>-cent, 35-cent, and 50-cent goods 
trade ; and it these grades of goods are given the protection incorpo
.i:-ated in the present House bill there will be no raise in the price of the 
goods to the consumer, but the same result with this grade of goods ls 

·bound to follow as it did with the goods that are now sold two for a 
quarter instead of 25 cents per pair. In the next ten years this coun
try will have the complete possess.ion of the manufacturing of this grade 
of hosiery, and the consumer will get better quality, better value, and 
lower prices, and ever-increasing amount of labor will be given employ
ment at good wages in this line of business. 

Very truly, yours, 
CHAS. w. KILBOURN, Presiden,.t, 
THE KILBOURN KNITTING MACHINE Co. 

Mr. SCOTT. I hope it will be the pleasure of the Committee 
on Finance to restore the Payne rates in this paragraph. If 
the committee does not see proper to agree to it at this time, r 
shall try to put it in when we get into the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing 
to the amendment of the Committee on Finance. 

1\Ir. ·DOLLIVER. It is a little difficult to those of us who do 
not see distinctly in the. night to discover what was the occasion 
of striking out the House provisions and what changes are made 
in the italics reported by the Senate committee modifying in 
any way the meaning of the House provision, and the provision 
of the present law. 

Mr. SCOTT. I! the Senator will allow me, I am very sorry 
to say the Senate committee . amendment reduces the proposed 
tariff that was in the Payne bill,_ and that is the point I am 
objecting to. These people in my State have built up this in
dustry and have made it one of the greatest manufacturing 
concerns that we have in our State. I went through it last fall. 
It employs a great many women and girls, and they earn fair 
wages, anywhere from three and one-half to, seven dollars a 
week, by working five and one-half days. Since they have gone 
into the business the reduction has been nearly 50 per cent on 

the class of goods they are making, coming into competition 
with the foreign materials. They are only asking to have the 
rate that was originally in the bill when it came to the Senate 
restored. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. What part of piuagraph 326 was it which 
the House had and the Senate amendment omits? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I assume the Senator from Iowa is as famil
iar with this paragraph as any Member of the Senate. I have 
no doubt he is.. He has mentioned the paragraph several times 
with interest. I have no doubt in his studies in the last two 
weeks he has found out precisely what is in the paragraph. The 
House increased the duties on hosiery about 20 cents a dozen 
on all the classes, as I remember. 

Mr. SCOTT. About 20 cents? 
Mr. ALDRICH. About 20 cents a dozen; and the Senate com

mittee recommend the original Dingley rate, which is 20 cents 
a dozen less than is provided in the House bill 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr. President, the thing that interested me 
more than anything else was to find out, i! I could, with what 
strength of' conviction and with what force of earnest enthusi
asm the Senate would present itself in conflict with the House 
as to this disagreeing vote. It would surprise a great many 
good ladi,es all over the United States, who are dreaming of a 
great victory over the House of Representatives, if, in the in
evitable conflict that must ensue between the two Houses, the 
House of Representatives should be victorious. It will present 
almost as great a disappointment as if my honored friend from 
Kentucky [Mr. BRADLEY], who the other night carried with 
great enthusiasm here, and apparently without a dissenting 
voice, a proposition to take jute butts from the free list, thereby 
disturbing the entire jute-manufacturing industry in the United 
States, should wake up some beautiful morning in June or July, 
and find that jute butts had fallen, almost without anybody 
seeing it, back to the free list, where they have enjoyed them
selves for a great many years. [Laughter.] 

I do not want those good women put in the same position 
which I am afraid will be occupied along about the Fourth of 
July by my honored friend from Delaware [Mr. nu PONT], who 
the other day, after a speech which 'we all listened to with in
terest and applause, found himself able, without a dissenting 
voice in this Chamber, either on the committee or off of it, to 
stimulate the duty on potat~es from 20 cents up to 45 cents. 
[Laughter.] 

I am sorry to disturb a dream so comfortable as that in which 
the women of Chicago and the Senator from Kentucky and my 
honored friend from Delaware are now luxuriating-the dream 
that what the Senate has done to them, or for them, is to re
main undisturbed amid the vicissitudes of time and events that 
are likely to happen between now and their celebration of the 
Fourth of July. It is because I desire some definite information 
about this hosiery schedule and some definite expression from 
the Senate upon it that I have suggested to the Senator from 

·Pennsylvania [Mr. PENROSE] that if that etl'ort is to be made to 
confute the action' taken by the House to stand firmly against 
the invasion of the rights of these good women, at least the 
preliminary skirmish of that fight ought to be made here in the 
peaceable discussions which_ are now going on in respect to the 
tariff schedules. [Laughter.] 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I venture to express the 
hope that the proposed amendment by the Committee on 
Finance will not be agreed to, or if agreed to, that the House 
provision will be retained in conference. I have in mind at the 
present time several hosiery mills in New Hampshire that have 
been trying to compete with Germany during the past three 
years. To-day one of them is entirely idle, and the others are 
working on short time. The present duty is not adequate; it is 
not protective, and ought to be substantially increased. 

Mr. President, at the port of New York alone during the 
months of January, February, and March 12,874,244 pairs of 
hose came. into this country; and the deluge continues. It is an 
absolute impossibility under the rates of the Dingley law for 
our hosiery mills to compete with the mills of Germany. I have 
in my hands Senate Document No. 16, and turning to page 53 ,1 
find from our consul at Chemnitz these words : 

Chemnltz hosiery· manufacturers sell nearly one-half of their total 
product in normal years to the United States, and the amount is about 
four times greater than what is. requlred for consumption in Germany 
itself. In certain cases American firms contra.ct for the entire annual 
product of various Chemnitz hosiery mills ; in others, one or two Amer
ican customers may contract for the chief bulk of wares produced by 
single mills. 

Mr. President, that is the situation. The hosiery manufac
turers of Chemnitz, in Germany, are selling their products in 
the United States because our manufacturers are utterly unable 
to compete with· them under the rates of duty imposed by the 
existing law. · The House of Representatives, recognizing that 
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fact, increa.sed the duties to what they thought was a reason- The competition which· the hosiery manufacturer has to meet in this 
country is mostly from Chemnitz, Germany. Chemnitz is a city of 

able protective point, which I think ought to be continued be- 300,000 inhabitants, and almost the exclusive industry in this place is 
yond peradventure. hosiery, 60 per cent of the product being exported to the United States. 

Th s t fi I [l\I D ] t lk b t th d When the Dingley bill became law twelve years ago, the rates were e ena or ·om owa r. OLLIVER a ~s a OU .e goo then sufficient to equalize the difference in the rate of wages paid to 
ladies of Chicago. It is true, l\fr. President, that a great con- the operatives in Chemnitz and those paid in the United States. Since 
cern in Chicago did succeed in getting up quite a movement on that period, however, reductions have taken place in the wal?es paid in 
th t f th f Ch. h d ded th t th t Chemnitz amounting to, I am informed, 25 per cent. In this country, e par o e women o icago, w o eman a e ra es on the other hand, wages have steadily increased until - the rate paid 
should be reduced from those fixed by the House bill; but it is to-day is almost 50 per cent hi~her than was paid In 1897. It was in 
equally true that the women employed in the hosiery mills of order to partially offset this difference in labor cost that the hosiery 
this country, thousands and thousands stron~, have entered a manufacturers of this country requested the Ways and Means Com-

~ mittee to grant them an increase in the rates of duty. They had an 
protest against reducing the rates fixed by the House. For my opportunity to present their case to the Ways and Means Committee· in 
part, I prefer to legislate for the poor women who are earning such a way that they convinced these gentlemen their claims were 
theil' living in these hosiery mills rather than for the women of ju~b.e amount of opposition raised to the new rates of duty and th~ 
Chicago, who can afford to buy hose at a price such as .the mills mass meetings held by women throughout the country was all cleverly. 
of the United States can afford to manufacture them for. engineered on the part of the jobbers and retailers, who, at the present 

l\fr. President, as I have said on several occasions heretofore, prices at which · they can import the finer grades of hosiery1 divide be-
tween them a profit of 100 peL· cent. The goods retail al; 25 centg, 

I have no disposition to enter into a lengthy controversy over and, as a result of the low wages paid in Chemnitz, they can be im-
this matter, because I want the bill to go along as speedily as ported under the present rate of duty at $1.50 per dozen by the jobber, 

Possible,· but I will ask to have read from the desk a letter from who in turn sells them to the retailer at $2 and the retailer to the 
consumer at $3 per dozen, or 25 cents per pair. The advance which 

a gentleman recently a citizen of my State, and who is now con- the hosiery manufacturers have asked would not affect the retail price 
nected with the American Thread Company in New York, which of the goods, but would give the American manufacturer an opportu-
di th . tt · t 11" tl d I th• k nity to make the goods here, employing many thousands of hands in scusses 1s ma er very m e igen y; an • .rn ~, very con- their manufacture, and there would still be a very large profit left to 
elusively. I ask that the letter may be read. . divide between the jobber and the retailer. · 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the we are particularly interested in the hosiery schedule, for the reason 
letter will be read. that the fine yarns used by the hosiery manufacturers are made largely 

by spinners such as ourselves, and, should the prevailing Dingley rates 
l\Ir. Sl\fITH of l\Iaryland. May I ask the Senator a question? remain in force, without the advance being granted to the hosiery 
The PRESIDEl~T pro tempore. Does the Senator from New manufacturers which the House bill conceded to them, no part of these 

Hampshire yield to the Senator from Maryland? goods can, I understand, be made in this country, and many thousands 
of people who would otherwise be employed not only in the making of 

1\Ir. GALLINGER. Certainly. the hosiery goods, but also in the spinning of the yarns for same, will 
l\fr. Sl\IITH of l\Iaryland. The Senator from New Hampshire perforce remain idle. · 

t t th t th h · f t · · hi Stat t k I would not trouble you in this matter at all had I not been fully s a es a e os1ery manu ac ones in s e are no wor -- convinced of the absolute fairness of the increase asked for by the 
ing full time. I should like to ask the Senator if he knows of hosiery manufacturers. , 
any manufacturing industry in this country that is working full With kind regards, I am · ·I 
time? Sincerely, yours, F. E. KIRBY. '.j 

l\fr. GALLINGER. Oh, a great many. Mr. SCOTT. Mr. President, I think the Senator from New. 
: Mr. SMITH of Maryland. I do not know many. Hampshire neglected to state that where contracts are made on 
· Mr. GALLINGER. A great many. the other side for the output of a · factory by American im-

Mr. SMITH of Maryland. There may be such, but they are porters, it necessarily leaves that article in the home country 
exceptional. I want to say to the Senator from New Hampshire without any fixed price; co,nsequently the importer can have 
that there is no more reason why this industry should be pro- it billed at a rate greatly below what the actual value of the 
tected in order that the mills may work on full time than that article is, and by that means he gets the hosiery into this coun
other manufactures in this country s}J,ould be protected. try not only at the already low rate, but at a further reduc-

1\Ir. GALLINGER. Well, Mr. President, there is every reason tion, because there is no home market for the goods conh·acted 
why it should be protected ·to the point where .it would prevent for. 
the importation in three months into the port of New York of Mr. PENROSE. Mr. President, I do not intend to detain the 
over 12,000,000 pairs of hose. Tb,at is only one port of our Senate at this time by any lengthy discussion of the hosierY. 
country which shows that we are being literally deluged with paragraphs. I am content to follow the chairman of the 
German hose. Finance Committee in his amendment of the bill · and trust 

Mr. SMITH of Maryland. I know of no other article that is to ultimately working out an adequate and merited protection 
protected much better than hosiery. for this class of fabrics, than which I do not think there are 

l\Ir. GALLINGER. It simply is no( adequately protected. any more meritorious contained in the numerous paragraphs 
That is the difficulty. of the tariff bill. 

Mr. SMITH of Maryland. And there is no reason why the There are some 600 hosiery mills ,located in the eountry, in 
people of the whole country should be subjected to an unrea- over 32 States. These hosiery mills employ about 50,000 peq
sonable duty in order to protect a few manufacturing interests pie, on whom are dependent for a living some 500,000 persons. 
in the State of New Hampshire or in any other State. They are scattered all over the North, the South, and the West. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, the Senator from Mary- The German wages are about 25 cents, where we pay $1. 
land is getting rather narrow in his discussion when he alludes The hosiery concerns are not open to any charge of being in a 
to the State of New Hampshire in . this connection. This in- · trust or ever having been in a trust or likely to be in a trust, so 
dustry is carried on in a great many States. far as that statement may be a consolation to those who become 

Mr. SMITH of Maryland. I say or any other State. · apprehensive with a suspicion of such an occurrence. 
Mr. GALLINGER. Yes; or any .other State. I say to the I am told that the importations for last April are 63 per cent 

Senator from Maryland that this industry to-day is absolutely greater than they were for April, 1908. The importations for 
languishing, and has been languishing for several years. It is the last few years are most striking. In 1903 they were 
utterly impossible-and I speak from knowledge-to carry it on $8,000,000; in 1906 they rose to considerably over $9,700,000; 
successfully in competition with the underpaid labor of Ger- in 1907 to $11,000,000, and in 1908 to nearly $11,000,000. '. 
many, where our merchants go . into the great city of Chemnitz. The rates of the Payne bill wi~ have to be adopted by the 
buy the product there and bring it into this country and under~ Senate in · this connection or the manufacturers of hosiery wiil 
sell the manufacturers of the United States. ham to red.UC€ the wages of their employees 20 or 25 per cent 

I want, l\fr. President, to have the letter which I have sent or close their mills, as it is impossible for them to proceed 
to the desk read, and I will rest the case there. longer under the Dingley law. · · 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will read the .An effort has been made to show that they have been in full 
letter, if there be no objection. The Chair hears none. operation--

Tha Secretary read as follows: Mr. DOLLIVER. If it will not disturb the Senator--
RE coTTON nosIERY scnEDULE. The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Penn-

THE AMF.RICAN THREAD COMPANY, sylvania yield to the Senator from Iowa? 
260 West Bmadwav, Ne10 York, April Z"I, 1909. - l\Ir. PENROSE. Certainly. 

Hon. JACOB H. GALLINGER, l\Ir. DOLLIVER. What class of cotton hosiery does the 
United States Senate, Washington, D. a. Senator refer to as being threatened with this dangerous 

MY DEAR SEXATOR: I am writing you in reference to the above mat- foreign invasion? 
ter, hoping that you will use your good offices in favor of the hosiery Mr. PENROSE. All hosiery, as I understand. 
manufacturers of · this country, · whose interests the present bill before "f DOLLIVER Does 1·t roffect what 1·s called clock hosi'ery'l 
the Senate to some extent ignores. This, I am convinced, is due to .1.1 r. • "' ' 
the fact that the hosiery manufacturers did not have an opportunity I l\Ir. PENROSE. What hosiery? 
to present their case before the Finance Committee of the Senate in Mr DOLLIVER. Clock hosiery. 
the same manner as they did before the Ways and Means Committee. · · 
I therefore inclose you a copy of the brief submitted by the hosiery Mr. GALLINGER. It very seriously affects the higher price 
people to the latter. hosiery of that character. 
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Mr. PENROSE. As I understand, it affects all the hosiery 

that is made by American producers. 
l\lr. President, there are indiyidual concerns now protesting 

against the proposed hosiery schedule who have more money 
than all the hosiery manufacturers in the country combined. 
The middleman's profit, which runs from 60 to 100 per cent, 
should convince any fair-minded man who has the prosperity 
of the country at heart that this small advance in duty can 
not affect the consumer. 

The contention of the National Association of _Hosiery and 
Underwear Manufacturers for an iricrease in the tariff on cot
ton hosiery is based . entirely on the cost of manufacturing 
abroad and in this country. 

The tariff of 1897 does not measure this differential in cost. 
In July, 1908, the manufacturers in. Chemnitz, Germany, forced 
a lockout of their employees, which _ended by the help return
'ng to work at a reduction of about 25 per cent in wages. 

Investigation shows that the following is about the compara
tive difference in wages at the present time. German wages 
can be substantiated by the government's official reports. 

Chermutz. 
Males (knitters) ________________________ per week __ $5. 00 to $6. 50 
Males (finishers) - --------------------------do ____ _ 3. 00 to 4. 00 Females __________________________________ _do____ 1. 50 to 3. 50 

United States. 
Males (knitters) ________ _:_ _____________ per week __ -$22. 00 to $33. 00 
Males (finishers) -------------------------do____ 11. 00 to 16. 00 
Females ---------------------------------do____ 5. 00 to 13. 00 

_ 'Vages are according to class and grade of work and skill 
required; deftness and ability largely enter in the matter of 
wages, the scale of wage being based on piecework. 

I ask to have inserted a memorandum giving these figures 
more in detail. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. In the absence of objection, 
permission is granted. , 

The memorandum referred to is as follows: 
Imports of cotto1~ hosiery. 

1903 __ ------- - ----- -- -- -- -- · 
1904. ----- -------- ----- - - --· 1905 ______________________ _ 

1906 ______ ----- -- - -- - ---- ---
1907 ---------- ---------- - --19()8 ______________________ _ 

Dozens. 

3, 814,055 
4,119,579 
4,232 ,028 
4,690,870 
5,128 , 726 
4,829,123 

Value. 

$4,948,390 
5,430,905 
5,424,060 
6,119,195 
7,019,394 
6,855,0-75 

Duties. 

$3,149,387 
3,264,040 
3,237,518 
3,675,829 
4,138,741 
3,994,824 

Total value. 

$8,008,247 
S,694,945 
8,711,638 
9,795,0-24 

11,158,135 
10,849,899 

Mr. PENROSE. In 1908, when American hosiery mills were 
being operated on half and three-quarter time, the importations 
fell off $300,000 only, owing to revised costs of manufacturing 
m Germany and reductfons in the price of hosiery. 

:Mr. President, there is another menace to this industry which 
we must not lose sight of, and that is the increasing competi
tion from Japan. A pure silk hose is retailed in Tokyo and 
Y_okohama at $1 l\fexican or 50 cents in American money per 
pair. 

Investigation has disclosed the fact that the manufacturer 
sells the same articles at about $4 United States currency. At 
this price it would cost to import, all duties and charges paid 
to New York City, about $6.55 per dozen pairs for the Japanese 
silk article. 

Thi.s hose, from the standpoint of a hosiery manufacturer, is 
absolutely the most perfect article known to the craft, combin
ing, as it does, all the best features of both foreign and Amer
'can made hosiery. 

'l'he frame on which this hose is made does not, to the best 
knowledge of anyone in the business here, exist outside of 
Japan. The product is absolutely perfect in every respect and 
can not be criticised in any way. 

A German silk-lace hose of similar quality, while possessing 
only part of the best features of the exhibit, costs. in Germany 
at wholesale about 40 marks, which would make the cost in 
the United States, duties and expenses paid, about $16 per 
dozen pairs. 

Japanese hosiery workers, according to last reports, recei:ve 
wages as follows: l\lales, 25 cents; females, 9 cents to 15 cents 
per day. The day's work is from twelve to fourteen hours, 
according to the season of the year. 

Up to the present time the J apanese have not attempted to 
export their hosiery to this country, preferring first to gain 
the markets of the Orient; but the day is not far distant when 
they .will be in a position to force the American market. 

rn· Osaka ·alone there are about 1,300 manufacturei·s of and 
dealers in knit goods. Of the total imports of k:Ilitted goods 
to India, · about 60 per cent is from Japan. This is said to 
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have greatly alarmed Indian merchants interested in this line, 
and several plans have been laid to prevent the J apanese ar 
ticle entering the markets. 

The popularity achieved by Japanese knitted . goods is at
tributed to the excellent machines used and to the skill of the 
J apanese workmen. 

In Japan a special machine has been invented by manufac
turers. At the price of one German machine five or six ·Jap
anese machines can be purchased, while the Japanese machine 
turns out about twice the quantity of work produced by the 
German machines. 

As to knitting, a Japanese can produce about three times 
the quantity produced by an Indian. The only drawback of the 
Japanese work is that it is inferior in quality when compared 
with that produced by German machines. 

'l'he value of hosiery sold by Japan to India increased from 
$36,460 in 1902-3 to $1,279,743 in 1907-8. One Japanese mill, 
engaged in manufacturing a class of goods largely shipped to 
India, employed 290 hands, nearly all girls, who work for very 
small wages. It should be noted, however, that the wages of 
girls in J apanese mills are fully as much as those paid the girls 
in Indian mills. · 

Mr. President, this industry, as I have said, is scattered all 
over the country. It gives employment to men, women, and 
children, and is a benefaction in every community where it 
exists. I join with what I assume to be the attitude of the 
Senator from Iowa, that something can be done later on to 
alleviate their condition. 

An effort was made to create the impression that these mills 
had all been working on full time, or very nearly full time, and 
were in a prosperous condition. I have here a very large num 
ber of statements from mills all over the country, setting forth 
that while it is true some of these mills have been running dur 
ing the winter at a reduced rate in order to keep their employees 
at work and to keep their machinery going, yet that condition 
is rapidly passing away, and few of them are working at mor e 
than 60 or 70 per cent of their capacity; that many of them 
are closed altogether, and that, in the opinion of everyone en 
gaged in the industry, there is no future for it unless the Payne 
rates are restored to the tariff bill. 

Ur. GALLINGER. l\fr. President, just one word more. In 
this official communication from our consul at Chemnitz not 
only is the startling fact stated that alm.ost the entire output 
of that great city is sent to the United States, but it is also 
stated that they are selling to the American importers at a less 
price than they sell to the domestic market. So that these 
goods are not only being sold lower here than they are sold to 
the people of Germany, but they are being practically dumped 
upon the American market to the extent of the output of those 
immense mills. 

Mr. President, the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. PENROSE] 
who is himself a member of the Committee on Finance, sug
gested, as I understood him, that it might be well to allow this 
amendment to remain in the bill and have the matter further 
investigated both by the Finance Committee of the Senate and 
by the conference committee. 

I have personally no particular objection to that procedure. 
What I wanted to do was to emphasize in the Senate the fact 
that this is an industry that needs more protection than it is 
receiving under the existing law; that unless it does receive it, 
the beginning of the end of the hosiery industry of the United 
States has already commenced; and that that great industry, 
employing a large number of people and struggling, as it is, 
against intense foreign competition and cheaper labor, is en
titled to a very careful consideration on the part of the com
mittee of the Senate and on the part of the Congress of the 
United States. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr. President, if the Senator will permit 
me--

1\Ir. GALLINGER. Certainly. . 
Mr. DOLLIVER. Does not the Senator from New Ham11 

shire think it would be better for the Senate to consider this 
matter in view of the facts and circumstances concerning this 
case and take action upon it? 

1\!r. GALLINGER. I assume-that the Senate will do that. I 
have no disposition, of course, to foreclose the discussion of 
this question at all. I have taken, as I have been in the habit 
of doing during the discussion of this bill, as little time as 
possible in stating my views on these various schedules, and I 
have no disposition to debate the matter at lengt-h, but there is 
no reason, of course, why every other Senator should not have 
the same privilege which I have taken in this matter. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. I am sure everybody thinks the Senator 
froll;l New Hampshire has taken altogether too little part in 
this discussion. 
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l\fr. GALLINGER. .I thank the Senator. 
Mr. DOL~IYER. The thing that bothers me is that thou

sands of good women descended upon the Finance Oommittee, 
having first inteniewed the Speaker of the House, with a view 
of defeating .certain actions that were taken in the Hou e of 
Representa ti >es. 

Mr. GALLINGER. And a Yery considerable proportion of 
them undoubtedly wore silk hose. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. I have not examined that question. 
[Lauvhter.] 

Mr. GALLINGER. But the Senator remembers the fact that 
a •ery large <lelegation of w-0rking women descended upon 
Wai:::hington prote ting agaillst the contemplated change in this 
bill. 

l\Ir. DOLLIVER. When these good women came here at 
their own expense--

Mr. G.ALLINGER. Do not be too sure of that. 
l\lr. DOLLIVER. Claiming to represent thousands of peo

ple, and approached our marble palace yonder, the FinancP, 
Committee saw them coming--· · 

1\lr. GALLINGER. And surrendered. 
Mr. DOLLn ER. And surrendered, and they went home at 

their own expense and are now resting peacefully in the belief 
that they have won a victory. Does the Senator from Kew 
Hampshire and the Senator from Pennsylvania, both noted for 
gallantry, belieTe it is the square deal to now remit the ques
tion to the darkness and secrecy of a conference committee and 
have these patriotic women wake up on the Fomi:h of July with 
this duty restored, when they had e--rnry reason to tru t the 
wi dom and judgment of the Finance Committee in omitting it 
from this IJaragraph? 

Mr. GALLINGER. I will say to the Senator that that is 
where it must ineVitably go-to the dark recesses of the confer
ence committ~whatever we do, rmless we restore the rate of 
the House bill . 

.Mr. DOLLIVER. Why does not the honorable Senator from 
Pennsylvania make a motion to restore the House pro"f"ision? 
. Mr. PENROKEJ. I am in hopes ·that the members of the 

Finance Committee, including the chairman, gradually, by think
ing and reflecting upon this proposition, will become as earnest 
for the Payne rates as the Senator from New Hampshire and 
I are. 

l\Ir. DOLLIVER. I haTe no particular occasion to cultivate 
my enthusiasm--

Mr. PENROSE. I do not want to force them. I know they 
haye a great many things on their mind. 

1\lr. DOLLIVER. But the Senator expressed such confidence 
in the committee as almost led me to believe that it was per
fectly safe to allow this great issue to 1apse 'into silence and 
indifference here in the Senate-

Mr. ·p:mNROSE. Oh, no, Mr . President. 
Ir. DOLLIVER. And to reappear with new -strength and 

vitality when the Finance Committee in conference )_ad finished 
the work of finally preparing this bill. 

Mr. PE1\'ROSE. My thought would be that if the Finance 
Committee did not show a marked mental improvement on this 
paragraph by the time the bill is reported to the Senate, I would 
confer with the Senator from Iowa and arrange for an assn.ult 
all along the line. [Laughter.] 

Mr. DOLLIVER. I doubt whether I could fight successfully 
under such a hesitating and timid leader as the Senator from 
Pennsylvania. [Laughter.] _ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing 
to the· amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The paragraph as amended was agreed to.-
Mr. LODGE. At the end of the paragraph just adopted I 

oifer an amendment on behalf of the committee. 
The SECTIETARY. Insert at the end of paragraph 326 the 

following : · 
ctton gloves, knitted or woven, valued at more than $1.20 and not 

more than $6 per dozen pairs, 50 cents per dozen pairs and 45 per cent 
ad valorem ; valued at more than $6 per dozen pairs, 55 per cent ad 
valor;em. 

- Mr. BACON. It is very difficult for us, the amendment not 
having been printed, as I understand, to gather the import of 
it, or what the effect is to be. 

1\Ir. LODGE. I can tell the Senator. It is a very simple 
amendment. Cotton gloves, which .are as difficult of manufac
ture as stockings and hose, have come in under the clause of 
"manufactures of cotton not otherwise provided for." The re
sult has been that the industry has hardly been able to live. 
In fact, it is practically dead. I believe there is Dnly one 
maker left. These gloves are used "Chiefly for the army and 
the militia. Only the other day the Government of the United 

States bought 800,000 of these foreign-made cotton glo•es for 
the army, something, I venture to say, no other government in 
the world would do. They buy their gloves from their own 
people. 

This gi>es them simply the same rate of duty that is imposed 
upon hosiery, the rate of the Dingley Act, not an increase, but 
on the same basis .a.s that, a compound rate, a somewhat lower 
specific than hosiery has, a somewhat higher ad yalorem in 
the first clause, and in the last clause precisely the came. 

l\Ir. BACON. I understood the Senator from Mas achusetts 
to say that the class of gloves covered by this amendment are 
the gloYes used parti~ularly by military men; and what other 
class of men? 

Mr. LODGE. That is all. I said th~ principal u e was in 
the army and in the militia. 

Mr. BACON. As I have said, we have not the opportunity 
to haye this amendment before us for ·examination. Therefore 
the Senator will excuse me for making a further inquiry. 

:\Ir. LODGE. Certainly. 
Mr. BACON. So far as we could gather from the reading, it 

would include all classes of knit gloves? 
Mr. LODGE. No; only cotton gloves# 
1\fr. BACON. I mean all classes of knit cotton gloTes. 
l\fr. LODGE. Certainly; all along. It is a mere que tion of 

fineness. 
Mr. BACON. If it covers all classes of knit cotton gloyes--
1Ur. LODGE. They are of precisely the same manitfacture. 

It is only a question of fineness. - -
Mr. BACON. The Senator will permit me to finish the sen

tence! 
l\Ir.. LODGE. I thoug'ht the Senator had fini bed. I never 

can tell. 
.Mr. BACON. Oh, no; I had not. 

''Whirt I desire to suggest, and to see · whether or not I ani C!or
rect in it, is this: That if it covers all classes of knit cotton 
glo>es it must cover the class of cotton gloves that tlie poor 
people wear, and I can not understand how, unless it is guarded 
in ome wayT it should relate only to military gloves. 

Mr. LODGE. Of course it can not be limited to military 
gloves. They are the ordinary. cotton gloves. 

1\Ir. BACON. I understand · that, but I should suppqse 
that--

Mr. LODGE. The foreign glove costs about 14 cents, and the 
gloves made here cost something over 20 cents a pair-the 
cheapest. 

1\Ir. BACON. The point I am after is this: T want to find 
out from the Senator wnethe1• "he is confident in the statement 
that the class of gloves covered by this amendment will be al
most exclusively simply the military glove. Is it not true that 
it will cover all the cheap class of -cotton gloves that the poorest 
people wear? 

l\Ir. LODGE. It covers all classes of gloves which al'e ar
ranged under the two brackets ; it covers all cotton g1oy~ 

l\lr. BACON. Very well. . 
Mr. LODGE. Arranged under the two brackets. i\lilitary 

gloves are among the cheapest, I think. 
Mr. BACON. That may be true, arid I am not particularly 

concerned about the military gloves-· -
:Mr. LODGE. The principal consumption is there. That is 

the only reason why I mentioned it. 
l\fr. BACON. I think the Senator must be mistaken about 

that. 
Mr. LODGE. I dare say I am, as I got the information from 

the people who make the gloves. They say the principn.1 con
sumption is in the military. 

l\Ir. BACON. That may be. I am not disputing the fact 
that the Senator sought his information from--

fr. LODGE. I dare say they do not know anything about it. 
Ur. RACON. From the best source; but we an of us every 

day of our lives see the J)oo1·er classes wearing these glcrves, and 
as there are several hundred thousand of them to each soldier, 
it seems to me it must necessarily l>e the case that the con
smri.ption by the people in the other wal!r~ of life is very ml!'ch 
greater than it possibly can be as to m1htary gloves. I thmk 
we ought to be very much more concerned about that than we 
'would-be about increasing the cost of the very hiahest clas of 
gloves. The gloves that are worn by people who can les 
afford to pay for them ought to be the glove as to which we 
ouoht most carefully to guard against any raise in prices: If 
th~ Senator can frame his amendment so as to limit it to mili
tary gloves, as seems to be his intention--

Mr. LODGE. I can not frame it so as to cover merely mili
tary gloves, and I have no desire to. Ei~her ·we want to keep 
this industry alive or give it to the foreigners. It is almost 
dead now. If we do not give it this additional r ate the in· 
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dustry will die. There seems to me .no reason in the world 
why in a country raising- cotton we should not make ovi· own 
cotton gloves and why they should not have the same duty as is 
placed upon hosiery. 

Mr. BAOON. What would be the ad valorem rate? 
Mr. LODGE. The ad valorem rate is 55 per cent, as stated 

on the last bracket; that is, over $6 a dozen, 55 per cent; -valued 
under $6, 45 per cent, and 50 cents a dozen. 

l\fr. BACON. In other words, it will add 50 per cent to the 
cost of the common glov-e? 

Mr. LODGE. It adds 50 cents a dozen to the rate they now 
carry, and 10 per cent ad valorem for the expensive class--over 
$6 a dozen. 

Mr. BACON. I do not care about the expensive ones. 
Mr. LODGE. That is, 50 _cents- a dozen. That is the exact 

amount of the addition-50 cents specific to the existing rate. 
That is exactly what the addition-is. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I ask that the amendment may again be 
reported. 

M1'. LODGE. I do not mean to say that it adds that to the 
domestic price. I say to the duty. 

Mr. BACON. I understand. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment .will again 

. be stated, at the request of the Senator from Texas. 
The Secretary read the amendment. 
Mr. BACON. I shall not detain the Senate in discussing it. 

I am impressed by the fact that it ought not to be done, and I 
ask that we may have the yeas and nays. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. If the Chair will permit me to inquire, is 
this amendment offered by the committee? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Offered by the committee. 
Is there a second to the demand for the yeas and nays? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I hope we will not have a yea-and-nay vote, 
because it takes time, and it is my purpose, if we get through 
the cotton schedule, to move to adjourn before we take up the 
woolen schedule. . 

Mr. BACON. It will not take long to have the yeas and nays. 
Mr. ALDRICH. Well. 
The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 

to call the roll. 
Mr. CURTIS (when his name was called). I desire to an

nounce my pair with the senior Senator from Tennessee [Mr. 
FRAZIER]. 

Mr. DILLINGHAM (when his name was called). Owing to 
the absence of the senior Senator from South Carolina [Mr. 
TILLMAN], with whom I have a pair, I withhold my vote. 

Mr. DU PONT (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the junior Senator from South Carolina [Mr. SMITH]. I 
transfer the pair to the junior Senator from Washington [Mr. 
JONES], and I will vote. I vote "yea." 

Mr. FRYE (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the senior Senator from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL]. 

l\fr. PILES (when the name of Mr. JONES was called). My 
colleague is paired with the junior Senator from South Carolina 
[Mr. SMITH]. 

Mr. l\IcCUMBER (when his name was called). I have a pair 
with the junior Senator from Louisiana [Mr. FOSTER]. He being 
absent, I withhold my vote. 

l\fr. OLIVER (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the junior Senator from Oregon [Mr. CHAMBERLAIN]. I trans
fer the pair to the ~enator from Connecticut [Mr. BULKELEY] 
and will vote. r vote "yea." 

Mr. GORE (when Mr. OWEN'S name was called). I desire 
to announce that my colleague is absent. If he were present, 
he would vote "nay." 

Mr. RAYNER (when his name was called). I have a pair 
with the senior Senator from Oregon [Mr. BOURNE]. If he 
were present, I should vote "nay." 

l\Ir. CURTIS (when Mr. ScoTT's name was ca1led). I have 
been requested to announce that the Senator from West Vir
ginia [Mr. ScoTT] is paired with the Senator from Florida 
[Mr. TALIAFERRO]. 

.Mr. SUTHERLAND (when his name was called). I have a 
pair with the junior Senator from Tennessee [Mr. TAYLOR]. 
If be were present, I should vote "ye:i." 

The roll call having been concluded, the result was an
nounced-yeas 41, nays 24, as follows: 

Aldrich 
Borah 
Bradley 
Brandegee 
Briggs 
Brown 
Burkett 
Burnham 
Burrows 
Burton 
Carter 

Clark, Wyo. 
Crane 
Crawford 
Depew 
Dick 
Dixon 
du Pont 
Elkins 
Flint 
Gallinger 
Gamble 

YEAS-41. 
Guggenheim 
Hale 
Heyburn 
Johnson, N. Dak. 
Kean 
Lodge 
McEnery 
Oliver 
Page 
Penrose 
Perkins 

Piles 
Root 
Smith, Mich. 
Smoot 
Stephenson 
Warner 
Warren 
Wetmore 

Bacon 
Bailey 
Bristow 
Clapp 
Clay 
Culberson 

NAYS-24. 

Cummins La Follette 
Dolliver McLaurin 
Fletcher Martin 
Gore Money 
Hughes Nelson 
Johnston, Ala. Newlands 

NOT VOTING-26. 
Bankhead Curtis Jones 
Beveridge Daniel Mccumber 
Bourne Davis Nixon 
Bulkeley Dillingham Owen 
Chamberlain Foster Rayner 
Clarke, Ark. Frazier Richardson 
Cullom · Frye Scott 

Overman 
Paynter 
Shively 
Simmons 
Smith, Md. 
Stone 

Smith, S. C. 
Sutherland 
Taliaferro 
'l'avlor 
Tiilman 

So the amendment of the committee was agreed to. 
Mr. ALDRICH. I ask that the paragraph as amended be 

agreed to. 
The paragraph as amended was agreed to. 
The SECRETARY. Paragraph 327, shirts and drawers, pants, 

vests, union suits, and so forth. 
Mr. ALDRICH. The paragraph has been read. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing 

to the paragraph. 
The paragraph was agreed to . 
The SECRETARY. Paragraph 329, cotton table. damask. 
Mr. ALDRICH. The committee have some amendments to 

paragraph 328. 
The PRESIDENT pro temp()re. The Senator from Rhode 

Island for the committee offers an amendment, which will be 
stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to amend paragraph 328 as 
follows: First by inserting at the beginning of the paragraph 
the words " Bandings, beltings, bindings, tapes, webs, or web
bings not made on a braiding or other similar machine," and in 
line 11 strike out the word " articles," and strike out all of the 
Senate amendments in italics and restore the language of the 
House. 

The amendment was agreed to. - · 
Mr. DOLLIVER. I should" like to inquire of the chairman 

of the committee whether the amendment he has just offered 
puts cotton duck back into the paragraph? 

Mr. ALDRICH. It does. 
Mr. DOLLIVER. It also puts in webbing and webs? 
Mr. ALDRICH. Yes. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The paragraph as amended 

is agreed to. 
Mr. BACON. Do I understand the Senator to withdraw the 

Senate Committee amendment to that paragraph? 
Mr. ALDRICH. The other Senate amendment. 
Mr. BACON. Which one? 
Mr. ALDRICH. The one in lines 13 and 14, and all the Sen-

ate amendments that appear printed in the bill I withdraw. 
Mr. BACON. That is the question I asked. 
Mr. ALDRICH. Yes. 
Mr. BACON. All those printed in the bill? 
Mr. ALDRICH. Are withdrawn. 
Mr. BACON. Oh. 
Mr. ALDRICH. The others are inserted. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will read the 

next paragraph. 
The SECRETARY. Paragraph 329, cotton table damask. 
Mr. DOLLIVER. What is the paragraph? 
Mr. HALE. Paragraph 329. 
Mr. DOLLIVER. I desire to make some remarks on the 

Senate amendment in paragraph 329, if that is now before the 
Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is an open question. 
Mr. DOLLIVER. I desire to ask for the .yeas and nays on 

the Senate amendment. Before I do that, I should like to ask 
the chairman of the committee, cotton duck being dutiable 
under existing law at 35 per cent in this paragraph, t_he Senate 
amendment appears to strike it out-it goes out and down or 
up-and I should like to ~ow exactly where it reappears . 

:Mr. ALDRICH. It will go to the countable paragraphs of 
the schedule. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. But I notice in the Book of Estimates it is 
put down ·at 45 per cent, which would seem to indicate that 
it does not go into the countable paragraphs. · 

Mr. ALDRICH.. That is a mistake of whoever put it there, 
because it does not go there. It goes into the countable para
graph of the schedule, at whatever rate may be imposed upon 
the count and the weight. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. I imagined from the fact that it is set 
down in the Book of Estimates as bearing the rate of 45 per 
cent under "the Senate amendment, it found its way to the 
basket clause 6f the cotton schedule as a sort of manufacture 
of cotton. 
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l\Ir. ALDRICH. That is the mistakf\ on the part of l\Iajor 
Lord as to what rate sh-0uld be imposed. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Is the Senator able to say into what count
able paragraph it will go? 

Mr. .ALDRICH. The denomination which cotton duck had 
formerly had a stated meaning, but it has been so varied in 
various cases-some very valuable, some otherwise than valu
able-that in the opinion of the committee it was absolutely 
neces aiy that this de cription of cloth should have a rate 
that would ~e the rate of duty established by the various 
countable provi ions of the schedule. If a fine cloth, it would 
be dutiable as a fine cloth. If a coarse cloth, it would be duti
able as a coarse cloth. 

l\Ir. DOLLIVER. If it will oot trouble the Senator, has in
vestigation been made to show what effect on this rate, which 
is now a fiat rate, 35 per cent, according to value, this transfer 
to the countable paragraph will have upon the average? 

.Mr. ALDRICH. It will reduce some of theIIL I think it 
reduces them largely and increases some of the higher grades. 

l\Ir. DOLLIVER. So that it will be below 35 per cent?. 
Mr . .ALDRICH. I think the average will be. 
l\Ir. DOLLIVER. If it shall fall below 35 per cent, it will 

l.>e a very agreeable surprise to me. 
Mr. ALDRICH. I suppose the Senator will agree that cotton 

duck, .according to the count, should pay the duty that -Other 
cotton cloths do. I can see no reason why it should be picked 
out for a particular rate of duty. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. But it always has been picked out 
Mr. ALDRICH. Because cotton duck heretofore has been a 

particular article ; but in recent years, whenever it was desir
able on the part of the man who was importing cotton duck to 
eall it omething else, or to call something else cotton duck for 
the purpose -0f getting it in at a lower rate, he did so, and there
fore the phraseology has been changed. 

fr. DOLLIVER. I will say this
Mr. GORE. Mr. President--
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Iowa 

yield to the Senator from Oklahoma? 
Mr. DOLLIVER. T hope the Senator will let me finish this 

sentence. 
1\lr. GORE. I merely desire to say that if the Senators can, 

without violating any confidenee, I hope they will talk louder. 
We on this side can not hear them. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. I agree with the Senator from Rhode Is
land, that if this cotton duck can be carried into the general 
·classification of cotton cloths, it is an improvement on the old 
law. The only thing I feared was that in the process of trans
porting it to the countable paragraphs it might partake of the 
general tendency of this bill to increase the rates somewhat; 
and unless that can be shown to be necessary I think it would 
be nndesirable. 

l\Ir. LA FOLLETTE. We were unable to hear what the 
Senator from Rhode Island said with respect to the effect of 
this change in line 12, paragraph 329, striking out those words. 
Does it operate to increase the duty? 

i\Ir. ALDRICH. It throws all these articles of cotton duck 
into the countable paragraphs of the schedule. On the low 
grades it would probably reduce the duty somewhat and on 
the high grades increase it .somewhat. The trouble is that 
various fine articles of cotton cloth have been imported as 
cotton duck for the purpose of getting them in at a lower rate. 
For instance, the linings of bicycle tires, which are about the 
most expensive manufacture that I know of in cotton cloth 
have been imported and pae; ed in some cases, anyhow, as cotto~ 
duck, and this is simply to give to cotton duck the rates which 
it would have under the countable paragraphs of the act. The 
arguments in favor of it, it seems to me, are unanswerable. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I notice in the table of estimates it 
was marked up as an increa e in the duty of fr-0m 35 to 45 per 
cent. 

1\Ir. ALDRICH. That is an error on the part of Major Lord, 
who prepared tho e figure . -

Ur. LA FOLLETTE. In order to make certain in the case of 
cotton ducks, such as is not suitable for the lining of bicycle 
tires, would there be any objection to specifying that common 
duck should not haye a higher duty than 35 per cent? I notice 
that those who appeared before the Ways and Means Com
mittee asked for a change in this duty on account of the large 
percentage of the imports being brougllt in of the finer goods 
and brought into competition with that manufacture in this 
com;itry. For linings for bicycle tires, it is stated-
tllat about nine-tenths o'f an the s'o-called " cotton duck" now im
ported into New York, the main port of entry for this material, is 
in reality tire fabric, which accounts for the relatively high per 
square yard valuation gained from the statistics given aoove. 

The manufacturer who made this statement said further: 
Fabri£s used In the manufacture of tires cost far more to produce 

than ordinary cotton duck. Such fabrics must necessarily be very 
strong, and with the strength of every part equal to the strength of 
every other part. The manufacturer of this cloth requires especla.E 
care and skill, and very much more labor, therefore, enters into its 
production than that of ordinary cotton duck. It is, in the main, this 
very element of extra labor that calls for the differentiation of tire 
fabrics from ordinary cotton ducks in the tariff schedule. 

Since cotton duck is so largely used for clothing for me
chanics and laborers, it seems to me it ought not to be left 
in any possible doubt, and a different provision might be made 
for the tire linings, leaving the line just stricken out here in 
that paragraph, so that there can not by any possibility be any 
increase in that duty, because there are no importations calling 
for it. There does not appear to have been any manufacturers 
before the Ways and Means Committee of the House who sug
gested that any increase was necessary. If nine-tenths of 
the total of. $15,000 of importations given in the imports and 
duties, as well as in the table of estimates, is of the cloth 
uitable for tire linings, there certainly ought not to be any 

po sible increase made in the duty on this cheaper quality 
· of duck. 

I merely. submit for the consideration of the chairman of the 
committee whclher there might not be a provision made for 
tire linings in paragraph 330 where it would take 45 per cent 
duty and allow line 12 in paragraph 329 to stand. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Cotton duck, as· it was originally provided 
for in all the acts which were prio~ to this time heavy cotton 
cloth u ed for sail making. 

l\Ir. LA FOLLETTE. That is true. 
Mr. ALDRICH. It was a peculiar cloth, which was woven 

. for that purpose. In recent years, more especially in the last 
year, they have been importing fine fabrics for women's dresses, 
for instance, a fabric which was never intended to be covered 
-at all by the description of cotton duck originally. They have 
been importing, as I said before, casings for lining of bicycle 
tires and automobile tires. They have been importing both 
these classes of goods, and it is to cover these finer fabrics 
which are imported as duck for the purpose of e-vading the duty 
that the committee struck this out and proposed: to put it in 
the countable paragraph. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. If the Senator will permit me a m°'" 
ment, there could not have been very much fine duck for ladies' 
dre es imported, because the importations~ as shown by the 
table of imports, have not overrun abont 15,000. 

l\Ir. ALDRICH. That is where the Senator from Wisconsin 
is very much mistaken. In 1908 the imports were 462,000 square 
yards. valaed at $173,000, while the year before they were only 
88,000 square yards, valued at 15,000. The importations, in 
other words, went in the last year from $15,000 to $173,000, 
showing that--

1\fr. LA FOLLETTE. May I inquire of the Senator from 
what he reads? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I am reading from the report of imports for 
the year 1908. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. What paragraph! 
Mr. ALDRICH. On this paragraph. 
l\Ir. LA FOLLETTE. What page of imports and duties? 
~Ir. ALDRICH. I think it is not printed in all of the docu-

m.ents. These figures have been collected by me from the im
portations for the year 1908, which have nQt y_et been published. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. But, l\1r. President--
1\Ir. ALDRICH. They are published in separate form. 
Mr. LA FOLLETTE. On page 255 of "Imports and Duties," 

under Table No. 1121, entitled "Duck (acts of 1 94 and 1897)," 
the total imports are given for the years from 1 95 clear down 
to 1907. The imports for 190 , of course, are not given here. 

l\Ir. ALDRICH. They were not available when that was pre
pared. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I presume not; but for a series of 
year they ran from twelve thousand to fifteen thousand dollars. 
The importations coming in under that paragraph were never 
of great value in all that period of time, nearly eleven or twelve 
years. 

l\fr. ALDRICH. That is perfectly true; but, a I said re
cently, the last year a new class of articles entirely has begun 
to be imported under the name of duck which never ought to 
have been classified as duck. Therefore it became necessary, in 
the opinion of the committee, to sh·ike out this provision of law 
so that this cloth would be imported as it ought to be, according 
to its fineness and weight. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President--
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Wis

consin yield to the Senator from Utah? 
Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I d-0. 
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Mr. SMOOT. I assu:re- the: Senator· from Wisconsin that ' of February 16. 1889',. entitled uAn act to authorize and provide 

common ordinary du~k will now come in unde1· paragraph 314, for the disposition of useless papers in the executive depart
undeu the countable clause; and it will not exceed 35 per cent ments,.'' for the 'disposition of useless papers in the Depart-
ad valorem. ment of Commerce and Labor. 

l\Ir. LA FOLLETTE. You say it now comes under paragraph PORTO RICO. 
3141 Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve 

Mr. SMOOT. No; it will when this bill becomes a law. . itself into the Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I know the Senator from Utah has the Union for the further consideration of the Porto Rican bill 

a good deal of familiarity with the trade and with the mer- (H. R. 9541 ) ., and, pendinub that, I want to say that on Thurs
cantile business. Can he tell me what the- count of common 
duck is per square inch? . day last it was agreed by unanimous consent that general debate 

Mr. SMOOT. The ordinary count is 100 to 150. Under the · might proceed for the day and also that the gentleman from Mis
souri [Mr. Bo:RLAND} might have thirty minutes and the gentle-

paragraph that will not carry more than 35 per cent ad valorem. man from Texas [Mr. SL.AYDEN} fifteen minutes of debate upon 
It is the common, ordinary duck which the Senatoi· speaks of?. · amendments. Of course, the House adjourning. without going 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Yes. h . . into Committee of the Whole on Thmsday, that order as to 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. T e question is on agreemg general debate is off, an-d gentlemen who desire to address the 

to the amendment. 
The amendment wa.s agreed to. . committee on the subject of the bill can not do so unless we 
The paragraph as amended was agreed to. give them unanimous consent now. Therefore, in order to 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The next paragraph passed accommodate gentlemen, I ask that the time for general debate 

over "rill be read. be extended for an hour and a half, and the same tim~ be 
The SECRETARY. The next paragraph passed over is para- allowed to the gentleman from l\Iissomi [l\Ir. Bo.&LAND] and 

graph 330. which, amended, is as follows: the gentleman from Texas [Mr. SLAYDEN] as was allowed on 
Thursday. 

330. All articles of cotton cloth, whether finished or unfinished, and l\fr. CLARK of Mis.souri·. Mr. Speaker, I u'ill say that the all manufactures of eotton, or o:tl which cotton is the component mate- - " 
rial of chief value,_ not specially lrovided for in this section, except gentleman from Missouri [1\Ir. BORLAND] is not here now. If 
~~~re~. are composed in part of ax, hemp, or ramie, 45 per cent ad it should turn out that some other gentleman wanted l\{r. BoR-

LAND's thirty minutes, I would like to have an arrangement to 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing that effect. r do not know that anybody will want it. I will 

to the paragraph as amended. take forty-five minutes of the time and the gentleman from New 
The paragraph as amended was agreed to. York forty-five minutes of the time. 
l\Ir. ALDRICH.. In accoI"dance with the notice given by mer Mr. PAYNE. Suppose we take two hours, which, I think, 

I -now move that the Senate adjourn; but before the ~otion is will cover it all 
put, I will say that we will take up Schedule K to-morrow 1\fr. CLARK of Missouri. Very well. 
morning. The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York asks unani-

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Rhode mous consent that general debate be confined to the bill and be 
Island m'oves that the Senate adjourn. . extended for two hours

1 
one half to. be controlled by the gentle-

The motion was agreed t<;>; and (at 10 o'clock and 7 minutes man from Pennsylvania [1\Ir. OLMSTED], and the other half by 
p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Tuesday, June 8, the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. CLARK]. 
1900, at 10.30 o'clock a. m. Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Mr. Speaker, I have notified, 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 

MoNDAY, June 'I, 1909. 
The House met at 12 o'clock noon. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Couden, D. D. 

THE JOURNAL. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will cause the Journal to be read. 
l\fr. MACON. Mr. Speaker--
The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 
.Mr. :MACON. To make a point of order that there is not a 

quorum present 
The SPEAKER. The Chair will count [After counting.] 

There are 202 Members present, a quorum, and the Clerk will 
proceed. . 

1\1r. MACON. Mr. Speaker, I do not know whether the House 
will sustain me or not in a call for tellers, but I would like to 
kn-0w whether there is really a quorum present; the Speaker 
inay have unintentionally counted some of the officers of the 
House who are standing around. 

The SPEAKER. Two more Members have come in, and the 
Speaker did not count himself, and that makes three more. 

Mr. MACON. 1\fr. Speaker, if the Chair insists that a 
quorum is present, I will withdraw the .request for tellers. 

The Clerk read the Journal of the proceedings of last Thursday. 
The Journal was approved. 

CALL OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I demand the regular order~ 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York demands 

the regular order. The Clerk will call the committees~ 
The committees were called. 

LEAVE OF ABSE -ex. 
Leave of absence was granted as follows: 
To Mr. HAWLEY, for one week, on account of important 

busine s. 
To Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina1 indefinitely, on account of 

sickne s in family. 
MESSAGE FROM TIIE SENATE. 

A message from the- Senate, by Mr. Crockett, one of its 
clerks, announced that the Vice-President had appointed Mr. 
S.1MMONS and Mr. GALLINGER members of the joint sele€t com
mittee on the part of the Serurte, as provided :for in the act 

the gentleman from New York that I should desire a few min
utes upon the bill. 

l\Ir. PAYNE . . How much time does the gentleman want? 
Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Not to exc.eed ten minutes. Per-

haps I will not take that. · 
Mr. PAYNE. Then, Mr. Speaker, I modify the request so 

as to allow ten minutes to the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. 
0oOPEB). 

Mr. GARRETT. Mr. Speaker, will that cut off the regular 
five-minute debate? 

The SPEAKER. rt will not. 
Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I want it understood that the 

speeches are to be confined to this bill. 
The SPEAKER. That was the request. 
l\Ir. PAYNE. I will modify the request, so that the remarks 

shall be confined to the bill. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request, as modi-

fied, of the gentleman from New York? 
There was no objection. 
The motion of Mr~ PAYNE was then agreed to. 
Accordingly the House resolved itself into Committee of the 

Whole Hou e on the state of the Union, with 1\fr. TOWNSEND in 
the chair. 

Mr. OLMSTED. l\Ir. Chairman, I yield such time as he may 
desire to the gentleman from New York [1\Ir. PAYNE]. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I want tb speak directly on this 
bill and urge the M~mbers of the House to remain here to-day, 
as notice has been given that we must have a quorum in order 
to pass the bill. It is quite necessary that every Member should 
remain here so as to sustain the quorum. We already have 
agreed to a debate of two hours and ten minutes, but it may 
not go through that time, and we may be voting on amendments .. 
I hope that gentlemen will forego any pleasure they may have 
outside, and that all gentlemen, including the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, will stay here until the bill is finally disposed of. 

Mr. OLMSTED. 1\Ir-. Chairman, the immediate difficulty 
which confronts us arises from the fact that the legislature of 
Porto Rico, at not only the regular session but also at an extra 
sessi-on called for the purpose, has adjourned without making 
the necessary appropriations to meet the current expenses of 
running the government and meeting its legal obligations for the 
fiscal year which wm begin July 1, 1909. It is the object of the 
pending bi11 to remove that difficulty by providing that the ap-
propriations upon which both ho.uses of the insular legislature did 
agree for the current :fisca1 year shall be considered as reappro-
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printed and used for the pnyment of ·the necessary expenses 
until such time as the legislature shall act in the matter of ap
propriations, whereupon this bill will, by its terms, cease to 
operate. · 

But back of this particular difficulty, and in a measure ac
counting for it, lie other difficulties which in the near future 
Congress will undoubtedly find it desirable to consider. Those 
difficulties and the legislation necessary to remove them it is 
not my purpose to discuss at this time. But some statements 
h:rrn been made upon this floor and elsewhere to which I may 
be pardoned for referring briefly. 

The so-called "Foraker Act," passed by Congress in 1900, 
pro>ides a legislature for Porto Rico. If the two houses were 
to meet in joint session, there would be found 40 natives and 6 
Americans. Of all the public officials in Porto Rico, about 85 
per cent are nath-es and only about 15 per cent Americans, an(l 
yet the gentleman from Colorado [l\Ir. MAnTIN] and the gentle
man from Arkansas [Mr. MA.CON] are pleased to say that we 
have furnished to that island a carpetbag government. The 6 
American members of the executive council, or Porto IUcan 
senate, were nearly all, and, I think, all of them, selected by 
President Roosevelt after a conference with l\Ir. Taft, then a 
member of his Cabinet and now President of the United States. 
They were selected ·with great care. They are men of learning, 
wisdom, experience, and patriotism. They are men of affairs, 
and had been for some time familiar with Porto Rican matten;. 
They haYe all been there long enough to acquire the ability to 
read, write, and speak the Spanish language. Of course they 
look after the interests of the United States. It is their duty 
to do so. It is equally true that they have the best interests of 
Porto Ilico at heart. They could have no earthly reason for 
wishing to oppress those people or to deny to them anything 
which might be for their real benefit. They have neyer been 
accused of lack of ability or of unfairness, 01· even of arbitrary 
action lmtil the present contro•ersy arose. The only charge 
now is that the executive council, or senate, will not pass cer
tain bills which the lower house desires to have passed. The 
billfl in dispute are not appropriation bills. They do not form 
part of any appropriation bill. There is no serious dispute 
about the appropriation bills. If we are correctly advised, the 
lower house will not pass any appropriation bills at all because 
the upper house will not pass certain other desired bills. 

The house of delegates desires an agricultural-bank bill. 
The senate opposes, because, it says, it would require $2,000,000 
of ca11ital, and they have not the money. The house desires 
66 judges or justices made electiye; The senate is willing to 
compromise on 47, but will not stand for 66. There are other 
and more serious matters, to which I shall presently refer. 

Each party to the controversy has set forth its side of the 
case to the :U'ederal Government. The house of delegates sent 
thl'ee commissioners to Washington to take up the matter with 
the President and Congress. They have addressed to us a 
pamphlet, of which I hold a copy in my hand. Upon the out
side coYer I find this : 

Sm : The undersigned, as representatives of a people in servitude, 
beg of you, their representatives of a free people, that before casting 

· your vote in CongTess on the question of Porto Rico you read these 
short pages and be convinced that we are simply asking for our rights 
and appealing to your sense of justice. 

L. Muxoz RIVERA, 
c. COLL CUCH!, 
EUGENIO BENITEZ. 

Oommissioners of the House of Delegates of Porto Rico. 
'Upon the fly leaf there is a single paragraph, giving us to 

understand-
One million souls are living in Porto Rico in an unbearable state of 

tyt"anny under the folds o.f the American flag. 
I hold also in my hand a copy of Revista de Puerto · Rico (the 

Porto Ilico IleYiew) of April 10, 1909. The motto of this paper, 
as stated upon its first page, is "El ideal de Puerto. Rico es ser 
estndo" (ultimate statehood for Porto Rico). This paper, in 
its leading editorial, says: 

\\~y misrepresent? If some reported expressions made by the com
mii::sjoners of the lower hou e to the newspapers in New York are true
and they probably are-we are afraid that our representatives are fast 
becoming fit candidates to take high places in the Ancient Order of the 
Sons of Ananias Society. · 

This editorial theu proceeds to say some very personal and 
uncomplimentary things about the membe1's of the commission, 
and to quote some still more uncomplimentary thlngs which, it 
says, the members of the commission have written, printed, or 
spoken concerning the people of the United States. I shall not 
repeat them. . 

In their pamphlet they say that England, Rus ia, and France 
all own and oppress slaves, and that we, in supplanting the 
Spanish Government and giving them th_e Foraker Act, have 
reduced them-the Porto Ricans-" to the sad condition of a 
people in servitude." -

Then, under the caption "Self-government," they endeavor to 
convince us that the system in force in Porto Rico when Gen
eral .Miles landed there in 1898 was vastly more liberal in its 
terms than the Foraker Act. But they do not seem to under
stand exactly what form of :government was in force there at 
that time. They say, on page 7 of their brief, that they had 
"an insular senate composed of. 15 members, of which 8 were 
elected by the people and 7 appointed by the King of Spain; " 
and on page 24, regarding the council of administration (the 
senate), they pretend to quote article 5 of the royal decree of 
NoYember 25, 1897, as follows: 

ART. 5. The council shall be composed of 15 members, of whom 8 
shall be elected in the manner directed by the electoral law and 7 shall 
be appointed by the governor-general, actin~ for the Crown, from among 
such persons as have the qualifications specified in the following articles. 

The decree, however, does not rend that way. According to 
the translation it reads quite differently. 

l\Ir. EDWAilDS of Georgia. Will the gentleman yield there 
for a question? 

l\Ir. OLl\ISTED. Yes. 
l\Ir. EDWARDS of Georgia. Whose pamphlet is this from 

which the gentleman is reading? 
l\Ir. OLMSTED. The pamphlet is signed by the three com

missioners, whose names are L. l\Iunoz Rivera, C. Coll Cuchi, 
and Eugenio Benitez, commissioners of the house of delegates. 
As I stated, they have erred in quoting the royal decree of 
1897. According to the translation on file in the Division of 
Customs and Insular Affairs here in Washington, it reads this 
way: · 

ART. 5. The council shall be composed of 35 members, of whom 18 
shall be elected in the manner directed by the electoral law and 17 
shall be appointed by the governor-general, acting for the Crown, 
from among such persons as have the qualifications specified in the 
following articles. 

It would thus seem that these commissioners were mistaken 
just 20 in the number of senators. 

As to the lower house, the royal decree did not fix 32, as they 
state,· but did provide 1 for each 25,000 inhabitants. One might 
be led to suppose from the reading of this pamphlet that the 
Porto Ricans had lived under that. form of government for a 
long time and found it very delightful ; but everybody knows 
that the royal decree of 1897, which applied to Cuba as well as 
Porto Rico, was intended as a mere temporary makeshift until 
the Government of Spain could accomplish their pacification. 

As matter of fact, the decree of 1897 was hardly in operation 
at all. In his report of December 30, 1898, Mr. Henry K. Car
rol, special commissioner to Porto Rico, said of the constitu
tion or decree of 1897 : 

This constitution was promulgated in Porto Rico on February 11 
1808, but was never fully installed. The war intervened and the 
provincial legislature, which was its most important feature' was dis
solved when Samp::;on's fleet appeared, and the governor-general con
ducted the government practically on the old plan. 

I should like to hear from these commissioners how the people 
of Porto Ilico liked the "old plan," and how much of liberty 
and how much of self-government they enjoyed under it. 

The form of government in, Porto Rico was changed every 
few years pretty r: ·-~ch according to the whim or caprice of the 
Spanish Crown; as, for instance, by the royal decree of Sep
tember 12, 1870, and the decree of January 4, 18~3. A pro
vincial law for the island was passed by the Spanish Cortes and 
approved l\Iarch 15, 1895, and as of the same date several royal 
decrees were issued in pursuance thereof, changing the form of 
go'\'ernment in the island. The Spanish Cortes passed another 
law for the government of the island, approved by Her Majesty 
December 31, 1896, declaring all former provisions and laws 
relative to the provincial government repealed. The laws or 
constitutions of 1895 and 1896 both provided a very meager and 
ineffecfrrn sort of legislature for the island in the form of a 
so-called "provincial deputation," composed of 12 members. 
The governor-general, however, was not very much bound by 
any legislation that they might adopt, and. had power to suspend 
not only their orders, but also to suspend the deputation itself, 
after allowing a hearing to the board of authorities, which was 
composed of certain officers, or without that requisite he might 
order, of his own accord, a suspension of individual members of 
the provincial deputation, "provided there remains a sufficient 
number of them to deliberate," and a deputy so removed by him 
could not be reelected until after six years. When a deputy 
had been so suspended, the governor-general was empowered to 
temporarily fill the vacancy with any person who had previously 
held the office by election. 

The provincial deputation had very little power over the 
purse. They were authorized and required to prepare a budget 
and forward the same to the governor-general three months be
fore the commencement of the fiscal year, but the governor
general was not botlnd by their action, and decided matters for 
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himself, the provincial deputation having the right of appeal · 
fr-0m his decisions in matters pertaining to the budget. They 
were permitted to present to the governor himself an appeal 
from his decision, but he was to forward it to the colonial sec
retary at Madrid, whose decision was final. 

There was, in llrticle 78 of the Spanish law of 1896, a distinct 
provision that-

If the budget should not be approved at the beginning of the fiscal 
year, the previous budget shall remain in force in its necessary parts. 

I find as far back as the constitution of September 12, 1870, 
in article 27, a provision that-

lf, for any reason whatsoever, the Cortes failed to authorize any year 
the budget law for the colonies, the immediate previous law shall obtain. 

Under Spanish rule the provincial legislature might prepare 
budgets, but its action amounted to little more than a recom
mendation. The Spanish Cortes or the Spanish authorities had 
the ultimate power over the purse. Eve:n under the decree or 
constitution of 1897 there was reserved to the Spanish Cortes 
the right and duty of declaring what expenses should be obliga
tory and of fixing the amount every three years. 

We have given to the provincial legislature, constituted under 
the Foraker A.ct, the absolute right to make their own budgets 
and their own appwpriations-in short, have given them abso
lute power over the purse. We do not take that away at all 
by this bill. We provide merely that if they do not legislate 
for any fiscal year the budget for the preceding year shall re
main in force. Before our occupancy of the island the budget 
of the preceding year always remained in foree in the event of 
failure to approve a new one. We have inserted similar pro
visions in the constitutions of th-e Philippines and of HawaiL 
There is not the slightest danger that applying the same prin
ciple to Porto Rico will reduce the people of that island to a con
dition of servitude. If it does, they can escape from that servi
tude at any time by getting together and passing the necessary 
appropriation bills. 

Under the old plan of government in force in Porto Rico prior 
to .American occupation, the governor-general appointed by the 
King of Spain was pretty much the whole shooting match. 

Mr. GARRETT. Will the gentleman permit? 
The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Pennsylvania 

yield to the gentleman from Tennessee? 
l\1r. OLMSTED. Assuredly. 
Mr. GARRETT. I desire to ask th-e gentleman if it is not 

true that under the Foraker Act power is reserved here in Con
gress to repeal and suspend acts of the present legislature in 
Porto Rico! 

Mr. OLMSTED. I have no doubt that under the language 
of the act Congress has the supreme power, but it has never 
exercised it and it has never pla.ced any such arbitrary power in 
the governor of Porto Rico. 

Mr. GARRETT. I am not controverting much what the gen
tleman says, but, as a matter of fact, the Foraker Act resei:ved 
the power in Congress. 

Mr. OLMSTED. It is true. 
Mr. GARRETT. So, while under the Spanish Crown power 

was vested in the governor, under the · act here the power was 
vested in the legislative body of this country. 

Mr. OLMSTED. That is true; but there the governor could 
suspend at once. It may be that--

Mr. GARRET.r. It was nev-er -exercised under their authority. 
l\Ir. OLMSTED. I think it was. There was very little power 

and very little governmental authority in the Porto Ricans 
themselves. Now, let us see what we have done for them since 
the American occupation. We have given them a congress, or 
legislature, of their own, of which 6 members are Americans 
and 40 are natives. We have turned into their treasury about 
$3,000JOOO in cash, the amount of duties collected in the United 
States on Porto Rican products after the Spanish evacuation. 
We have given .up about $15,000,000 annually of our own reve
nues so as to allow the free admission of their products into 
the United States. We gave them $200,000 to relieve the cyclone 
sufferers. The United -States pays out of its own Treasury the 
whole cest of the Porto Rican regiment, which constitutes the 
local army, and also of the revenue vessels, the light-honse serv
ice, the coast surveys, the harbor improvements, the marine
hospital service, post-office deficit, weather bm·eau, and the 
maintenance of the agricultural experiment stations. 

l\Ir. HUMPHREYS of Mis issippi. Will the gentleman yield? 
l\fr. OLMSTED. I will. 
l\Ir. HUMPHREYS of Mi sissippi. Just for information. 

Th~ gentleman says we paid a part of their postal expenses. 
l\fr. OLMSTED. '.ro make up the deficit. 
Mr. HUl\IPHn.EYS of l\Iississippi. And they paid the .rest 

out of their treasury? 
l\fr. OLMSTED. We made up the deficit. 

. 

Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi. They paid the rest out of 
their own treasury? 

.Mr. OLMSTED. No. Whoever uses the mails pays it. All 
this is done at no expense to Porto Rico. The good roads in the 
island have been quadrupled. The value of real estate has been 
trebled. The cause of education has prospered as never before. 
Before we landed there they expended about $35,000 a year fo~· 
education; under the present government, about a million dol
lars a year. All these added expenses and valuable improve
ments we made possible without running them in debt. The 
revenues of the island still exceed its expenses. We have 
doubled their commerce-particularly their over-seas commerce. 

The Porto Rican legislature now has substantially all the 
powers of a state legislature in America. The laws under 
which those people are living have been made by their own leg
.islature, under a constitution guaranteed to them by the act of 
Congress. We have never attempted to annul or revoke a legis-
lative act of their making. Never before in the history of the 
island did those people live under laws of their own making. 
We have improved their condition in every way from tl!e stand
point of education, of finances, and in the direction of self-gov
ernment. 

As the President has well said in his message-
Porto Rico has been the favored daughter of tbe United States. 
We have, in fact, been giving her a "joy ride" for the past 

nine years or more, and believe that the people generally ap
preciate their blessings. But these three commissioners of the 
house of delegates, for reasons of their own, style them "a 
people m servitude," and "living in Porto Rico in an unbearable 
state of tyranny under the folds of the American flag." There 
never was a charge more unjust or more baseless. The people 
of Porto Rico never in their lives were so far from servitude as 
they have been since the American occupati-On and are to-.day. 

l\1r. KEIFER. I want to ask the gentleman a question with 
reference to the bill, if he will allow me. 

Mr. OLMSTED. Certainly. 
Mr. KEIFER. 1 do not wish to take any particular time. I 

notice in the proviso that is proposed to be added to the act 
now in force it reads: 

If at the termination of any session the appropriations necessary 
for the support of the government shall not have been made, an amount 
equal to.the sums appropriated in the last appropriation bill for such 
purposes shall be deemed to be appropriated. 
Now~ suppose that the time should arrive when it is necessary 

to have appropriations, and that there is a session of this body 
going on, and no adjournment has taken place; this would not 
provide for that? 

Mr. OLMSTED. I will state to the gentleman from Ohio 
that his suggestion has been covered by an amendment, already 
agreed to, so that it reads: 

· If at the end of any -fiscal year the appropriation is not made. 

Mr. BUTLER. Will my colleague yield? 
l\Ir. OLMSTED. Certainly. 
Mr. BUTLER. I understand that it is not proposed by this 

bill to settle the dispute between the executive council and the 
legislative body in Porto Rico. 

Mr. OLMSTED. Not at all. 
Mr. BUTLEJ;t. The present measure has no purpose in it 

except to maintain the government of Porto Rico? 
Mr. OLMS'l'ED. That is all. 
Mr. BUTLER. And we do not, by passing this law, commit 

ourselves in any way upon the grievances existing now between 
the executive council and the legislative body in Porto Rico? 

l\fr. OLMSTED. We express no opinion upon that. 
Mr. BUTLER. And these grievances, such as they are, will 

be the subject of consideration, probably, by Congress here
after? 

l\fr. OLMSTED. In regular session. 
l\fr. BUTLER. We do nothing more by this bill than to re

appropriate sufficient money to maintain the government of 
Porto Rico? · 

Mr. OLMSTED. Reappropriate for the ensuing year the 
sum$ which both houses of the Porto Rican legislature had 
already agreed upon for the current fiscal year. 

Mr. BUTLER. I am obliged to my friend. Not being well 
informed, I would not be willing at this time to attempt to 
settle these disputes, for fear I might be a party to injustice. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Would n-0t there be more likelihood of 
Congress taking these matters up at the next session if this 
bill were limited to one year only? 

Mr. OLMSTED. I think not. 
Mr. FITZGERALD. From my knowledge of the way Repub

lican Congresses act, I think it would. 
Mr. OLMSTED. 1\~ may gather from the pamphl€t submit

ted by these commissioners that the withholding of the appro-
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priations by the house of delegates was not alone for the pur
pose of forcing the upper body to consent to certain bills which 
would put greater political power in the hands of the dominant 
part.;r in .the isJand, but also that'it was for the purpose of hold
ing up Congres --0f forcing the hand of the United States; for, 
after discussing the situation, they say: 

Therefore, a single aspect of the system is not :i t stake; it is the 
whole system; that is, the colonial policy of the n ited States, which 
you may decide in the spirit of liberty or in n reactionary spirit. The 
house of delegates of Porto Rico begs of you to decide it in the spirit . 
of liberty, and that the Foraker Act be amended, because the present 
conflicts are due to its e sential and 01·ganic defect . * * * 

It is not for us to suggest a_ny specific solution to the Congress, where 
the wisest · and mo t learned men of the country assemble, but it is for 
us to affirm in the most · absolute and categorical way that Porto Rico 
.would be satisfied with an elective council, either direct from the people 
or by primaries, according to your judgment an~ ideas, and that the 
chiefs of· the executive departments would be appomted by the governor, 
with the advice and consent of the council, reserving to the latter the 
power of granting franchises and concessions. 

Such law will have the effect of consolidating forever in the island 
the love for America; would revive the almost lost hopes, and give rise 
to a spontaneous outburst of sympathies toward the Republic, promised 
to them as " the redeemer, the liberator." It would destroy not only 
the pres~nt difficulties, but even the germs of all others in the future. 

So you see, .l\Ir. Chairman, that this sud condition of servitude, 
to which they claim the Foraker Act has reduced them, may be 
entirely overcome by giving some more offices to these gentlemen. 

Now, it may be that conditions over there may be improved 
by some modification of the existing constitution. The executive 
council suggests some changes, the house of delegates suggests 
some changes, and the President suggests some changes. Prob
ably some ought to be made. That is a matter for Congress to 
determine at the proper time, but not in this extra session, and 
certainJy not under duress. If this action of the house of dele
gates and of the e commissioners was taken in the hope of for
cing the hand of Congre s, that hope must be disappointed. We 
can not, for one moment, agree that, by paralyzing the arm of 
the existing government in the island, they may force us to 
hasty or ill-con idered action. All that we propose to do at 
this time is to make suitable provision for the payment of the 
absolute expenses of the government. 

The appropriations for the current fiscal year ending June 30, 
:!.900, were agreed upon by both branches of the Porto Rican 
legUa ture. The effect of the pending bill will be to continue 
those appropriations in force-to treat the money as reappro
priated-after the 30th of June, 1909, until such time a the 
legislature shall choose to make new appropriations. The 
present appropriations, having been agreed upon by b?th hous.es, 
can not be ·rnry far wrong, but if they are not satisfied with 
them they may drop their other controversies and pass new 
appropriation bills. This bill will not take that right from them. 
It merely prevents chaos from reigning in that island pending 
the agreement of the two houses. 

This bill leave the act of 1900 without change, except in the 
single particular of continuing existing appropriations where 
the leaislature fails to act for the ensuing year. Aside from 
that . it merely adds in the second s ction authority for the 
President to indicate one department to which all reports from 
Porto Rico haJl be made. .At present the law requires various 

year, or even five years, is to be preferred to anarchy for the 
briefest period, and that seems to be the alternati>e. I think, 
however, we ought to make our action as little offensi>e as 
pos ible to the Porto Ricans, and for that reason I hall >ote for 
the amendment offered by the gentleman from l\Iissouri to limit 
its operation to one year. 

We are evidently facing a crisis in the affairs of Porto Rico, 
and it behooves us, l>eing charged with respOI,lSibility, to look 
carefully into the matter and make an effort, at lea t, to per
manently relieve the situation. To that end I shall, if I find 
the opportunity, offer an amendment to this measure directing 
a joint committee to inquire into the situation and to report back 
a bill recommending such changes in the go>ernmen~ of Porto 
Rico as will preserv:e order, make the people content, and de
-relop the resources of the island. If such a report is ever made, 
I hope it will embody the American doch'ine of the right of the 
governed to a full share in the go>ernment. I do not, under 
any circumstances, like to be engaged in this sort of legislation, 
IJut in this case it appears to be nece ary whether we like it or 
not. We find ourselves in this undesirable situation because of 
mistakes made ten years ago and now, I fear, beyond recall. 

A MO~U ~1EXTAL lJL XDER. 

I do not now remember who said that in politics a blunder is 
worse than a crime. · · 

l\lr. GARRETT. Talleyrand. 
Mr. SLAYDEN. Yes, it sounds like Talleyrand; but he was a 

wise man, anyhow, who observed that in politics a blunder is 
worse than a crime. A monumental blunder was committed 
when we gave way to hy teria in 1 98 and interfered in the af
fairs of Spain and her colonies, and from that meddling a train 
of eYil consequences, that are still at the flood, began to flow at 
once. 

It was with reluctance that I played my humble part in 
that drama, and I llave regr~etted it every day since. I distinctly 
then pointed out what I conceived to be the danger of meddling 
in Spanish-American affairs. Subsequent events have shown 
that I w:as right when I thought I saw trouble ahead. But it 
took no unusual sagacity to look beyond a war that could only 
have one ending. I apprehended that it would lead to the 
acquisition of a few million citizens whose society I did not 
want any more than they wanted mine, and my worst fears have 
been realized. 
· But, like. others on that occasion, I was swept off my feet by 
the di saster to the .illaine, and, for the time being, my reasoning 
faculties were 113.ralyzed. We were all seized by the frenzy of 
war. We had the war, and now we ha>e Porto Rico and the . 
Philippines, and occasionally we ha>e Cuba. And a nice kettle 
of fish it all is, too. · 

Ko good has come of it so far; in my opinion, none will e>er 
come, for the union was not a natural or proper one. p to 
this time, as I view the situation, w 0 ba>e merely increased our 
naY-nl and military expenses, lengthened our pension roll, aban
doned American principles, and given unsatisfactory government 
to the Philippine and Porto Rican people. Not a record to in
spire pride, I should say. 

reports to be made to various departments and great confusion cunA. 
exists. Now, the question is, Are we to benefit by the lesson o..f the 

The gentleman from Missouri [Ur. BORLAND] declared him- Philippines and Porto Rico, or shall we be dri>en into other 
self us unequi>ocally opposed to this bill. I asked him whether blunders of this sort? In violation of solemn pledges and at the 
he proposed to allow the present unhappy condition to continue, certain sacrifice of blood and treasure we are being urged to the 
or whether he had some other remedy, and if so, what. He permanent occu1mtion of another island. From time to time the 
said that he had another remedy which he wouJd propose in due newspapers report h·ouble from Cuba and urge that course. 
time. He has now propo ed it in the form of an amendment, Our type of civilization does not seem to attract the inhabitants 
which concedes the necessity of the pending bpl, but limits its I of that island, and the effort to apply a Puritan code to the peo
operution to one year. If it is a good provision for one year, ple of Cuba has not been entirely succe ful; inde d, it is clearly 

.. why not for another? I a misfit, disappointing to our own people and irritating to the 
The recommendation of the President in his message is that Cubans. It merely serves to mu trate a fact that ought to be 

we provide. that "whenever the legislative assembly adjourns better known-that a government that suits one people is not al
without making appropriations" the existing appropriating acts ways agreeable to another, and particularly when they are of 
shall be continued in force. That is just what we do in this different races. Our institutions meet our needs, · but I should 
bill. The .amendment should be voted down. [A11plause.] be slow to assert that they wot,1ld suit other people. . 

Mr. CLARK of Miss.ouri. 1\lr. Chairman, I yield thirty min- Mr. SCOTT. Will the gentleman permit an interruption? 
utes to tlle gentleman from Texas [l\lr. SLAYDEN]. . Mr. SLAYDE~. Certainly. 

l\Ir. SL.A.YDE~. .1\Ir. Chairman, it was with extreme diffi- Mr. SCOTT. The gentleman has just stated that he believes 
culty that I could 1,ersuade my elf to entertain even for a brief our institutions are best for us, but that he would hesitRte to 
instant the idea of voting for such a measure as this-to amend say that the same institutions would be be t for Porto Rico or 
the fundamental law of an island separated from us by se>eral Cuba. He realizes, of course, that the friction between the 
hundred miles, and in such a reyolutionary way. islanders and our el>es grows out of the fact that they desire 

If it be true that the refmml to ·ote this appropriation will substantia1ly the kind of goyernment tlley formerly bad, with 
sta.ne out the only goYernment in Porto Rico and compel its the present Porto Rican leader in the place of the officials who 
dissolution I suppose it is our duty to pass the bill. While I were appointed by the Cro\TH pre>ion to the .Americnn occu
.do not like' to vote taxes on any people who have no Yoice in the pancy. Does the gentlemau 1> liern that we ought to restore 
matter, and then appropriate their money, such tyranny for a Spanish institutions in the islaud of Porto Rico, or establish 
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there the kind of government they had before coming under 
our flag? 

Mr. SLAYDEN. No, :Mr. Chairman, I do not. 
Mr. SCOTT. Does the gentleman believe that the establish

ment of any other kind of governmental institutions will be 
satisfactory to the people for a generation or two until they 
have been educated up to it? 

Mr. SLAYDEN. I will say that I have an amendment which 
I propose to offer to this bill. As an answer to the gentleman's 
question I will read that amendment now. But the gentleman 
from Kansas will understand that because I offer this amend
ment, and when I undertake to cure this trouble in the . way I 
do, that I confess that I do not know just what is best to be 
done politically for these islanders. I hope to have the amend
ment adopted so that I may know. I do not agree with him 
that the difference between the islanders and oursely-es is due 
to the cause he ascribes. I stated my reason a while ago, and 
it is more deeply rooted than any form of government. 

Mr. SCOTT. I meant to express entire concurrence in the 
opinion just so ably presented by the gentleman from Texas. I 
believe, with him, that the differences are fundamental, and it is 
because of that that the system of government which they desire 
will never be such as this country will tie willing that they shall 
have. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Now, Mr. Chairman, I will read the amend
ment: 

That a special committee of 11, 7 o_f whom shall be Members of the 
House of Representatives, to be selected by the Speaker, and 4 of whom 
shall be !embers of the Senate, to be chosen by the President of the 
Senate, be authorized and directed to investigate in the island, by pub
lic hearings or otherwise, the political and economic conditions in the 
island of Porto Rico, and report to the Sixty-first Congress not later 
than February 1, 1910, what, if any, change should be made in the act 
of April 12, 1900, and amendments thereto. 

That is to say, the Foraker Act. I would like to say that I 
have submitted this amendment to the representative of the 
people of Porto Ilico, the only Y-oice here which may be truly 
taken as the voice of Porto Rico itself, and he assured me this 
morning that if this amendment was incorporated in the bill he 
should vote for it if he could, and that he would support it by 
his voice. I do not know whether the date I ham taken is the 
proper one or not, but that is a minor de.tail that can be easily 
corrected. The gentleman from Kansas is much . better informed 
as to that than I am. The purpose of the amendment is to 
learn what is necessary to restore order and develop the island. 
I recognize the embarrassing situation that we are in, and I 
want to do what is best for my own country primarily, and 
then what is best for Porto Rico. 

l\lr. GARRETT. I want to suggest to the gentleman that I 
am .heartily for his amendment, but I believe the amendment 
ought to go far enough to say that the· commission shall have 
the power to send for persons and force them to attend the 
hearings. I think that should be inserted, if it is not implied, 
ill the gentleman's amendment. 
· Mr. SLAYDEN. I assume that it was implied, but I would 
be glad to accept a modification if necessary so as to cover the 
suggestion of the gentleman from Tennessee. 

Ml'. Chairman, I was trying to discuss the fundamental dif
ferences between those islanders and ourselves, and I was speak
ing with particular reference to the island of Cuba and the fact 
that we are urged to go back there. We are told every day 
that the new administration in Cuba is a failure, that it does 
not appreciate its responsibilities, that it is recklessly exh·ava
gant that it wastes money in bribing bandits to be good, that it 
give~ more attention to cock .fighting than to commerce, and so 
on through a long list of national misdemeanors. . 

Mr. Chairman, I .am suspicious of the origin of this propa
ganda, for propaganda it clearly is. It sounds very much like 
the talk I heard in Cuba years ago from American and other 
foreign land owners who wanted the free markets of the United 
States for the produce of their plantations and the increased 
value to their lands that they thought a transfer of sovereignty 
woul<l bring them. 

Certain sugar and tobacco growers down there, regardless of 
the interests of the people of this country, and inspired only by 
the basest selfishness, looking only to personal profits, persist
ently declare the incapacity of the Cubans to conduct their own 
affairs, and predict with a regularity that indicates concerted 
action the return of . the soldiers of the United States. They 
want it done, so they say it will be done, and I believe that they 
would not scruple to bring it about by any method that offered, 
even though it involved treason to the Cuban Republic. All 
patriotic Americans should pray that never again will the blue 
uniform of our soldiers be seen on the island, for a permanent 
political association will be bad for both people. 

RACE DIFFERENCES. 

Mr. Chairman, these chronic troubles in Porto ltico, the Ph:l
ippines, and Cuba h·anscend in importance the irritation that 
comes from the pressure of an unpopular statute. They come 
from a fact that is deeper and more abiding than any mere 
form of government. They remind us, or they should, that they 
and we are of different races and that in the very .Gature of 
things we can never view such affairs as government and so
ciety in th~ same way. 

MIXED ISLANDEBS. 

We are mainly Anglo-Saxon, while they are of a composite 
structure, with liberal contributions to their blood from Europe, 
Asia, and Africa. They are largely mongrels now, as we will 
surely become in time if we do not shut out the undesirable im
migration from Europe and Asia that threatens to overwhelm 
us. They do not want our guidance, and I doubt if we can guide 
them successfully. Nothing has ever happened to encourage the 
belief, and I do not see how we can hope to succeed where others 
have failed. Nothing in our history suggests that we are espe
cially gifted in the solution of such problems. History tells us 
that distinct, radically different races have rarely if ever dwelt 
together in political harmony. We have our view of govern
ment and they have theirs. I know that ours suits us best, 
but I should hesitate to say that it would suit them best. Indeed 
I do not believe that it would, and that is one of the many reasons 
why I regret that we ever left the continent of North America 
for the purpose of acquiring territory or political control o-rnr 
other and a different sort of people. Great Britain is the nearest 
parallel the world offers us, and England has trouble in the 
East Indies all the time. Then her West Indian colonies have 
for yea.rs fluctuated between distress and disast~r. Her Afri
can colonies, despite the gold mines, have produced more dis
cord than wealth. Enough good English blood has moistened 
the burning sands of Africa to fertilize with energy every acre 
of her great Northwest Territory, and build up a mighty com
monwealth of white Anglo-Saxan people in a climate and en
vironment ·that suit ·them. And all because men of one race 
ha>e tried to impose government on another and without the 
consent of the other. The sacrifice has been out of all reason
able ratio to the gain. 

How can we hope to escape the penalties that have been im
posed upon other branches of our race when we commit the 
same political blunders? 

HOME TROUBLES. 

E·1ery day here at home we have troubles enough of this 
kind to occupy our · attention. They are important enough to 
tax the resources of the wisest statesmen. The recent railway 
strike in Georgia was not a question of wages or of hours. It 
was a ra~e issue. Not especially important in itself, it was of 
Yast importance as a symptom. It indicated a deep-seated 
malady, and one that· should be carefully considered by the 
doctors of state, not impatiently, not in a partisan way, but 
thoughtfully and in a statesmanlike way. Nor is this trouble 
confined to Georgia, or Texas, or Louisiana, as some gentlemen 
think. It manifested itself recently in Pittsburg, when the 
chauffeurs who were driving the machines that were to take 
President Taft and his friends on a holiday excursion struck 
because the machine in which the President sat was being 
driven by a negro. That was the only reason assigned. It 
was a clear, sharp race issue made in the very presence of the 
President. 'rhe demands of the white race were yielded to in 
that case in Pittsburg, as, in the main, they always will be 
everywhere. 

Such incidents as these ought to teach us the folly of engaging 
in further political enterprises that will bring us into relations 
with alien races. They show us how important it is to handle 
this Porto Rican question just right, and also how difficult 
it is. 

If it is to be the fate of this Government, as it has been that 
of others, to rise, prosper, decay, and disappear-which I pray 
God may ne>er occur-I think that the calamity will be trace
able to our abandonment of the noninterference policy of 
George Washington. 

I firmly believe that the historian of the future who w111 
hunt for the causes of the destruction of the great North 
American Republic, if that disaster does overtake us, will un
avoidably reach the conclusion that the downfall began with 
the Spanish-American war. I believe that he will find that we 
introduced the seed of fatal disease when we annexed the Phil
ippine Islands and Porto Rico, when we abandoned homoge
neity and harmony for race complexity and discord. 

Are we wise enough to confess our blunders, to retrace our 
steps, and, by confining our energies to the continental territory 
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we now possess, develop this great Republic to a glorious destiny 
along the line laid down by the fathers, who raw more clearly 
because they were le s tempted by greed or glory?-

These are small troubles that we are having with our colonies 
now. I do not doubt that they are forerunners of greater to 
come. This Porto Rican question is a sort of test of om· ability 
to handle such problems. By wise and considerate action we 
may minimize the trouble, but. we can hardly efface it, because 
it comes from fundamental differences between the Porto Ricans 
and ourselves. We put on them a government without consul
tation, and we should not be surprised that it does not work 
moothly nor to the entire satisfaction of those who are its 

subjects. 
'l'he Foraker law has not stood the test of a real crisis. I 

suggest by the amendm~nt that I offer that we go into the 
whole que tion profoundly, and with the cooperation of the 
Porto Ricans themselves we may indulge the hope that we can 
evoll'e a system of government for the island that will be fairly 
satisfactory. 

Mr. Chairman, I have already read this amendment and I 
want to say in closing that the gentleman from Porto Rico [Mr. 
LA.RRINAG.A] has assured me that he hopes to see such an amend
ment put upon this bill. He believes that if we send a com
mission down there to investigate the conditions in the island. 
that commission will become convinced that radical changes 
should be ma.de, and that it will submit recommendations of a 
useful nature that may bring order and harmony out of chaos 
and discord. 

M1'. OLMSTED. Mr. Chairman, I yield twenty minutes . to 
the gentleman from Colorado [Mr. RuaKEB]. 

Mr. RUCKER of Colorado. l\Ir. Chairman, my distinguis~ed 
colleague and friend from Kan. as {l\fr. SCOTT] has told you 
of our trip to the " Pearl of the Antilles," and has ably de
scribed to you what we saw, the pleasures of the trip, the in
formation received, and the impressions formed. I take great 
pleasure in heartily concurring in and approving .all he has so 
delightfully said, and I would not prolong the discussion upon 
such a simple proposition as the one now before the Honse but 
for some things that have been said by other Members of this 
body, intentionally or otherwise, looking toward reducing this 
question to a political phase. I never supposed for a moment 
when I became a Member of this great body that every ques
tion that might come before the House should necessarily be 
classed as a political one. I never voted the Republican ticket 
in my life, yet I was compelled the other day to cast the only 
Democratic vote on this side of the aisle, not only once but 
thrice, for the purpose of having this bill disposed of in an 
orderly manner under the rules of the House. 

If my friend from Kansas [Mr. SCOTT] and I had been as 
f-0rtunate in gathering information .concerning the conditions 
of the island of Porto Rico upon our visit as some of these 
gentlemen were unfortunate in getting misinformation, and pre
paring their remarks upon this question with a view of o-iving 
it a political cast, and, by innuend-0, at least, if not <lirectly, 
besmirching the character of the able representatives of this 
Government down there, then indeed, though we believe our 
intrenchment strong, Teritably we w-0uld be ensconced behind a 
Gibraltar rock. 

This is not a political question, and no ingenuity coming from 
the ablest upon this side can make it such in the sense sought 
by ·some of the gentlemen who ha-ve spoken to the amendment. 
The American-Spanish war was not fought for the purpose of 
conquest. It was wholly humanitarian in its object. A butcher 
of human beings was fast exterminating a race of people '90 
miles away from our :shore. We would soon have had a parallel 
to what that same nation did to the peaceful and uno1Iending 
natives of the island of Porto Rico some four hundred years 
ago. When Ponce de Le.on landed in 1508 in that island there 
were 600,000 docile, intelligent, and happy people. In 1544 all 
had perished from the face of the earth. through the brutality 
and butchery of that foreign foe until there were, at the latte:i.· 
date but 60 living, counting men, women, and children. Think 
of it

1

! In thirty-six years 599,940 people had been exterminated 
by this cruel foreign nation. A Christian, enlightened, and 
patriotic people did not propose that history should repeat itself 
in Cuba, and it did not. I am proud of the fact that I belong 
to a political party which responded with alacrity to the tocsin 
of war. When the tension became so great that delay in action 
meant cowardice and desertion of Christian prindples we -sent 
to the front from the South such men as " Fighting" Joo 
Wheeler, Gen. Fitzhugh Lee, and other ex-confederate soldiers, 
and from the younger Democracy, such as the son of a con- · 
fede1·ate officer, and whose intrepid undertaking in the harbor 
of Santiago won for him the laurels of a hero as enduring as 

the annals of American hi~tory 1applause]-.RICH rnND PEARSON 
HoBsoN, our able and distinguished colleague from Alabama, 
whose seat is to my right; :and from our party of the North 
such patriots as our gallant leader in three of the greatest po
litical battles our .country has ever known-Col. William Jen
nings .Bryan, of Nebraska. {Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I have no special interest in this ques
tion. It is solely based upon my obligation as a. :Member of this 
Congress. 'l"he ~tate which I have the honor in pa.rt to repre
-sent has possihly less interest in the products of the soil of 
Porto Rico than any <>f her sister States, and I am not unmind
ful of the fact that each Member of this Congre s, regardless 
of special interest, has at heart with me the enactment of laws 
that will best serve every country where our flag kisses the 
breezes, whether it be in the frezen zone of the North or in ~ 
Antilles, the land of perfume and sweet-throated nightingales 
and the home of the Southern Cro s. I say the .State -from which 
I come has but little commercial common interest with that 
island. Our cigars and tobacco come from a shorter di tance 
and cost us less. Their pineapples and cocoanuts must come 
via Kew Y(}rk, and that distance makes their use prohibitive. 
Their coffee is equally a foreign product Their sugar can not 
come for the rune reason, and besides, as between our woman's 
suffrage on the one side, and our constant increment of Ken
tucky and Missouri citizens on the other, sugar, as formerly 
used as a necessary ingredient in the favorite concoction of our 
newly acquired residents, has long since become nearly obsolete 
[applause], but if it were in much greater demand it could be 
abundantly supplied from the output of beet sugar in our .own 
glorious and fertile State. It is true that there are large irriga
tion enterprises projected in Porto Rico, but we :find a compensa
tion in the fact that if our recently affiliated cit:ize.ns from those 
splendid Commonwealths named should ever have the unusual 
de ire to ai:similate water, it goes without saying that they. 
could be more than supplied from the never-ceasing flow of 
Colorado's -0wn incomparable irrigation system. [Laughter 
and applause.] 

No, Mr. Chairman; the whirlpool occasioned by the sinking 
of the Maine in front of Habana had not yet lost its bubbles 
when the mind of every American citizen was directed to the 
inquiry, "Why was the Maine there?" Those brutalities had 
gone on for years and years in Cuba, and the conscience of the 
American people had not up t-0 then been ·sufficiently aroused 
to do what it should have done long before. The smoke of 
the guns of Dewey at Manila, of Sampson and Schley before 
Santiago, and of Sampson in front of Morro Castle in San 
Juan had not disappeared when every American citizen, regard
less of politics, and, in fact, every foreign nation, realized tha~ 
as -0f right, the rule of Spain on this continent had come to an 
end. [A.pplau e.] The posse sion -of the island of Porto Rico by 
this Government was a mere incident to this great international 
tragedy. Spain had practically de erted her. The island was 
at the mercy of any or all national cormorants, and the Porto 
Ricans had the choice of declaring under what flag they would. 
ca t their lot. They chose ours with entire •Unanimity. pain 
yielded without a mnrmtu, and all the nations of the world 
acquiesced willingly, so that Porto Rico is ours incont;estably. 
Concerning that question there never has been a divi ion <>f 
opinion between the Republican party and the Democratic 
party, nor is there now. Hence, if a political question arises 
wtween the Democratic party and the Republican party, it 
is of necessity on account of the form of government which 
this country has provided for Porto Rico; and it is perfectly 
apparent from the remarks that have already been made upon 
this amendment that this is ~ crucial questi-0n to be here
after dealt with, and for its intelligent solution we should 
know the history of this people-their environment for hun
dreds of ye.ars, their disposition, idiosyncrasies, and tempera
ments, and all other things-in contrast with a non-Lfttin 
people. 

I shaU not undertake to deceive my fellow-members concern
ing the possible import of the question raised by this amend
ment, as it appears to my mind, nor do I want them to deceive 
themse ves. It has been truly said on this floor that the For
aker Act is the constitution of the island. Under its provisions 
35 delegates are elected to what is known as the 4 ' house of dele
gates,n CDrresponding to our National House of Representatives. 
The President is required to appoint 5 members to what is 
known as the "executive council," who, under the provisions of 
the above law, must be citizens of Porto Rico, and these 5, 
together with the attorney-general, the secretary, the treasurer, 
the auditor, the commissioner of the interior, and the commis
sioner of public education~ ex -Officio, who are the legally ·Con
stituted official representatives of the United States Govern-



1909. OONGRESSION AL RECORD-HOUSE. 2923-
ment, appointed by the President, comprise the executive couii
cil, which council occupies a - relation to the Porto Rican gov
ernment similar to that of our Senate, under our Constitution, 
to our GoYernment. A majority of the house of delegates, 
from time to time, has been elected by one or the other of the 
political parties pe~uliar to the island, and at the election of 
1908 what is known as the "Union party" elected all of the 35 
delegates. Subsequently a deadlock occurred between the 
house of delegates and the executive council over certain legis
lation sought to be enacted, and the house of delegates, because 
the executive council would not yield, endeavored to disrupt the 
government by refusing to pass the annual budget. A special 
session was immediately called by the governor upon the ad
journment of the regular session. This extraordinary. session 
continued for three days, but resulted in no agreement,'1lnd the 
matter is now submitted to this Congress for the purpose of 
solution. 

The question in its acute form is whether this Congress will 
allow the government we have established and maintained 
there, and by which so many Americans with their capital have 
found permanent footing, to be subverted. It is an all-important 
question from many view points. To my mind, -the passage 
of this proposed amendment to the Foraker law; whereby the 
government there will be allowed to continue, is but an entering 
wedge to the exercise of a greater power that should be yested 
in the executive council, to the end that it may be a more stable 
goyernment, and do not any of you doubt for an instant 
that the action of the house of delegates, in its refusal to concur 
with the executi>e council in passing this appropriation bill, was 
premeditated and fully intended to be another entering wedge to 
not only prevent added. powers being conferred upon the execu
tive council, but to deprive this, the parent counh'Y, of any 
effectiye yoice or authority in the administration of the laws of 
the island. In 1904 nearly the same state of affairs occurred con
cerning the passage of the bill known as the " agricultural loan 
bill." The Republican party at that time had control of the 
Jower house, but, haying a disagreement with the executive 
council, refused, up to the Yery hour of adjournment fixed by 
Jaw, to correct a clerical error in the matter of the tax upon 
cigars. In the bill . as copied an exh'a cipher had been added, 
through a typographical error of the clerk, changing the fixed 
tax upon cigars so that it read "1,000 cigars" instead of "100 
cigars," and it was perfectly apparent that if the house of dele
gates should have its way in this particular instance, nine
tenths of the revenue received from the cigar industry would be 
lost to the insular government. They sulked in their tents 
until nearly the last minute of the session before they \vould 
yield to the correction of this obvious error, and then the bill 
only passed in its modified form by 1 majority. 

Many other illustrations of the peculiar make-up of the dele
ga,tes elected by these people could he gi-\-en to demonsh'ate 
thJM utter lack of nppreciation. of their duties as legislators and 
th~ requirements and responsibilities of self-government. 
Every time one of these political upheavals occurs stagnation in 
business follows, due to a lack of confidence on the part of 
those who have iµoney ~nvested as to the stability of the govern
ment; money, the biggest coward in the world, ceases to seek 
investment, all of which is natural enough to any thinking 
mind, and, but for this being an exh'a session of Congress, 
called for a special purpose, and summer being upon us, and a 
hot one at that, the issue is so plainly outlined and the urgency 
for decisive action so great that we should here and now, 
without waiting for the December session, thrash the whole 
matter out. By reason of our occupation of the island and 
the establishment of the government, we are under solemn obli
gations to our American citizens, as well as to all the nations 
of the earth, whose citizens ha>e either gone there with inYest
ments or who are doing busine·ss with the island, to maintain 
the goYernment in all its integrity and effectiveness. As for 
myself, as long as an American citizen, or a dollar of his in
vestment, remain in the island, my mind is made up to support 
any suggestion for greater and continued security to that citi
zen nd his interests, whether. that suggestion originates from 
a Republican or a Democratic source. [Applause.] I am not 
unlike the old justice of the peace down in CHAMP CLARK'S coun
ty, who, after some days had been consumed in the inh'oduction of 
testimony and arguments of counsel in a certain case and the 
time had arrived for a decision, straightened himself back in 
his chair and said: "Gentlemen, there are many complicated 
facts in this case, and as many more knotty propositions of 
law, and, in obedience to my conscience and oath of office, I 
must take this case under advisement until next Tuesday 
morning at 10 o'clock, at which tim~ you may appear; but, in 
the meantime, I want to say to the plaintiff and to the defend-

ant and to their respective counsel that I will on that day and 
houi· render my decision in favor of the plaintiff." [Laughter.] 

So, however long you keep me waiting, studying, and labor
ing with the questions of fact and law inyolved, I will exercise. 
my cha·raderistic patience, but you are served with notice that 
when the hour comes I am going to Yote for the committee 
amendment [applause], and I will now, as briefly as I may, 
give some additional reasons for that vote. 

When Ponce de Leon entered upon his eareer of pillage, plun
der, and murder of the early inhabitants of the island his com
panions were men who were the riffraff, adventurers, and 
pirates of Spain. The galley slaves were allowed to lay down 
their oars and the prison doors were thrown open for recruits. 
Then followed promiscuous cohabitation bet\-veen these undesir
able banished citizens and felons with the native women. After 
a while women, the wives and friends ·of that delectable crew, 
came oyer and another cross in the human family was the re
sult. In 1515 negro men slaves were introduced, and another 
cross ensued. Then the negro slave woman was brought in, and 
another admixture and cross followed. The French and Eng
lish and Santo Dominicans and Venezuelans furnished their 
quota in turn, first their men and afterwards their women, and 
thus admixture after admixture, cross after cross, far beyond 
the multiplication table, is the unreadable genealogical tree of 
the island. Only thirty-six years ago the negro sla-res in the 
island were emancipated. 

Whether or not they were the most ignorant of the mixture, 
they unquestionably were the hardiest and the most robust, and 
better adapted to the climate-more prolific in the raising of 
children, for their prepotency is shown in the indelible impress 
made upon the race of people found there on July 25, 1 98, 
when it became our possession. That, remember, was not quite 
eleven years ago. At that time the English language was 
scarcely known in the island, and, as the President said in his 
message advising Congress to pass this amendment, 87 per cent 
of the million people could neither read nor write their own 
language, and it is perfectly safe to say that to-day not as 
many of the native voting population can either read or write 
either their own language or ours; and it can be furthermore 
fairly said that more than 60 per cent of these native voters are 
colored people. l\Iarriage among the natives is still a luxury 
indulged in by Yery few, but race suicide is not seriously threat
ened. On the contrary, the production of children, especially 
of the dark color, is largely on the increase. It costs nothing 
to raise them, either as respects food or clothing. The country 
ones are naked until they reach the age of 10 or 12 years, 
and thereafter they are but little better clad. Their food con
sists mainly ol the windfalls of fruit and refuse, if they can 
beat the dog or the hog to it. [.Laughter.] 

In 1896 it was estimated by the shoe manufacturers and 
merchants that 700,000 of the population out of its 1,000,000 
wore no shoes and never had a shoe, and the till of the ·shoe 
merchant in the last four years has not been bursting its sides 
from the pressure of the contents within. An immediate clash 
of arms over the duty on shoes is not anticipated. [Laughter.] 
I heard no complaints from the senoritas concerning the threat-· 
ened rise in the price of hosiery. [Laughter.] Apparently they 
had neglected to read my speech made recently in this Chamber · 
upon that matter, or else they deemed it too immodest to refer 
to such a delicate question to one of my sex. [Laughter.] 

Judging from the great number of children going to school, 
and from what I was told, they are quick to learn. I objected 
to · l\Ir. Dexter, the able and conscientious commissioner of 
education, who is an old acquaintance of mine in Colorado, 
that I thought it a great mistake to insh'uct the children in 
Spanish, because they would naturally u.se their mother lan
guage whenever they could, and as little English as they 
possibly could. I recited to him the fact that I had been most 

·diligent in my efforts to get any of them to say a word in 
English when I tried to ·converse with them, but · had utterly 
failed. By way of parenthesis, while on this subject of schools, 
I am reminded that what the President stated in his message 
to C-0ngress in this respect was, in my judgment, absolutely 
correct, both as to facts stated and conclusions drawn, except 
as I will hereafter state. 

The importance of the subject dealt with by him justifies the 
length of the document, notwithstanding the caustic criticism· 
of my friend and colleague [Mr. MARTIN of Colorado]. I should 
be open to severe criticism by my friend did I not 'voluntarily 
supply him with the ammunition he is so energetically seeking, 
and of which he was so sorely in need when he essayed to at
tack the President and the government officials of the island. 
I have discoYered that the President made one grievous mistake 
of fact as regards the public-school buildings turned over by 
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the: Spanish Government; he stated in effect that there- was not and . the. officials . app?int~d to. administer the government of all our 
a single ·public-school building received, and., in contrast with Terr1tor1es and the D1str1ct of Columbia: should be thoroughly qualified 
the conditions of the island in this :respect as it was then and by nrevi:ous bona: fide residence-. 
is now, he says we- have constructed 160. school buildings. The You will observe that no time is fixed for such a 0 overnment 
President was:mistaken. When we took p.ossession of the island, and certainly it was· not the intention to do so U:w a stabl~ 
the Spanish authorities left standing erect the tremendous. government shorrld be established, such a one at least as is· 
number-represented by the basic mnnera~f one: school build- provided in another plank of the platform in ~eference 'to the 
ing. [Laughter.] And to give due credit to the goodness of Philippine Islands. What I insist upon is that we would be 
women, whose e pecial advocate I am, this one building was recreant to our trust to turn this· island over to the control of 
even donated to the Spanish Government by a benevolent lady of a confessedly illiterate class. The time may come in Porto 
San German. So it would seem a pity that my friend should Rico, as in the Philippines, when self-government should be 
not, before unmasking his batteries, have sought to find out how given. The resolution now before· the Senate of the United' 
little information I had obtained from my visit to Porto Ric~ States, introduced by Senator STONE, of l\fissouri recognizes 
I_ sincere~y beg his pardon for my failure to voluntarily en- that in the Philippines it may be fifteen years henc.~ before the 
lighten him on my return,. but which I no\v,. though tardily, time has arrived for a chapge in our attitude there: and then 
cheerfully do in order that he may be prepared with one fact at as the resolution provides, only when the constitut~d authori: 
least when. he next takes the floor to discuss this amendment ties of that government as then existing shall petition therefor. 
begging him, howevei·, as a testimonial of his appreciation of So we can not get up a substantive controversy upon the con
this favor I now e.."'ltend to him, that when we go upon the hust- struction of that plank in the platfOTm. I do not wish to be 
ings in. the next campaign in our State he will give me due understood as being committed for all time to, the views I now 
credit for this exposure of the President. [Applaru;e.] present,. but only as they apply to existing conditions. And, 

But to proceed seriously, these people are the most law- another thing, I do not wish to be understood as favoring the 
abiding of any of the Latin races~ Their .indolence is doubtless one or the other of the political parties in the island. In fact · 
due largely to climatic conditions~ th.eh: illitemcy to that and my. in.'estigation and observation is that if. any .party is give~ · 
Spanish dominion and slavedo~ and their lack of inventive unlimited power, whatever its complexion may be, it could at 
genius because of simple needs. They are inT"entive in noth- any time subvert the government, and all the evils would follow 
ing. "Manana" is their creed-the oldest way the best that I have undertaken to point out. With perfect accord our 
way a.t whatever cost of time or ->la.bru·. They will walk 20 representatives and our American citizens there from the date 
miles to sell 10 cents' worth of produce. Time counts as noth- of our occupation, agree that success wholly depends upon the 
ing. When night overtakes them, that pla.ce is their happy literate class holding the balance of power. 
home. Their transportation is with oxen, and they are going I rely very much upon the testimony received from the able 
all the time, but where and for what we do not know. Their competent, and conscientious official representatives now fu. 
time of starting depends upon how the oxen look and when in Porto Rico. They should not be referred to as adventurers 
the course of the day they get them yoked up and their horns -Politicians, or "carpetbaggers." I have known many of the~ 
properly decorated with red cloth. I watched for an hour the for ye.arsr and my acquaintance with their work upon the 
yoking and hitching up of a pair of oxen by five men. One- ground convinces me that they are paying attention to their 
third of the time was taken •UP' by dressing their horns with work and the upbuilding of the interests of the islands and none 
red cloth. A.tter they got them attached to the· cart it was to politics.. Many of them are only too willing. to pack their 
found that they would not pull because they were yoked on '' carpetbags" and return to· this country at the expiration of 
the wrong. side. Then all . had to be done over again. I did not their COID.J?i~sion.s. I~ they have committed any error, it is my 
await Che result for fear that Congress might adjourn some firm conviction that it was of the head a,nd not of the heart. 
time th,is antumn IapplauseJ, and I wanted to get my pay so as I fully appTeciate their endeavor to stay with ·the hounds and 
to get home~ run with the hare, exhibiting always a conscientious attempt 

On one occasion I was st0pping at a hotel in Ponce and to minimize differences of opinion and. compromise situations 
wanted a drink-of water. I called a waiter, and after five or for the sake of peace. If anyone will' take the time to read 
ten miuutes I made him understand what I wanted. He called t!teir annual reports, it will be discovered that no suspicion can 
another servant, and after consulting a while, the seeond one live for a moment that anything has been done by them to 
went after another, and after consulting with · him a while bring the blush of shame to any of our cheeks or to lessen them 
the thlrd one went up two flights of stairs and from th~ in public esteem. [Applause.] 
balcony called down to the street and aroused another servant, Now. my fellow-Democrats and southern friends, you have 
who . was asleep, just where I was standing all the time trying met the ancient enemy, and now your banner may, if you will, 
to get that drink; but in all fairness I admit I was :finally accom- hang on the outer wall I have shown you .who the people are 
modated.. They have a ludicrous caste of distinction. It is be- in whose hands you are asked to plac.e the control and destinies . 
neath the dignity of one to do what another will willingly do:, al- of that island. It is shown to you that they are unlike any 
though you can observe no difference in the occupation of each. other peopl-e on the earth as respects forebears. 
I was in company with the wife of the Horr. Charles Hartzel, a It is shown to you that they have always been slaves or its 
Col-0radoan, the first secretary of the island after our occupa- equivalent, abjectly subservient to a foreign taskmaster, and 
tion, doing some shopping. She called a boy t0> carry a small hence necessarily illiterate and deficient in their own language 
bundle containing one of her purchases. This boy called an- and in. ours, and doubly, hence, incapable of self:government, 
other boy who took the bundle from her hand; the first one much less to govern others. American and other capital has 
took the tip for the service. Then she explained to me her been invested because our flag is unfurled to the breeze, our 
great mistake. She said she had chosen in the first instance a citizens have gone there; their children have been born there· 
boy of the upper class. and who was supposed to- do no menial they pray to God as we do,. in edifjces erected to the glory of th~ 
work. Both boys, however, were hatless and shoeless, and same Almighty, and a.re as much. of us, and should be as much to. 
begging alike on the street, and both as black a.s the ace of us, as though a sea did not separate us. [.Applause.] Now, will 
spades. [Laughter.} you "Do unto others as you would have others do unto you?" 

I mention these little things to convey a faint id~a of the Will you say that these fellow-citizens shall be dominated by a 
customs of our children down there, and when I say children I l'.ace of. people whose illiteracy and incompetency is as midnight ' 
do not confine it to . age. There is one wa-y in which they can to noonday's sun, compared with that class of people whom you 
be ma.de to work, and that is by. holding back a part of their· have been for years undertaking by constitutional mean to 
wages. Doctor Stephens, living- at Cambridge, ·Mass., and who. deprive of the power to politically control you? The President 
has a pineapple plantation, ca.me up on the same boat with us~ of the United States and this Congress stand ready to gh'e the 
He told us o:f an experience he had had a few days before our. same character of relief by legislation to your fellow-citizens of 
departure. He had hired 25 adults to gather a certain numbe1· Porto Rico that you have by law been enacting for yourselves. 
of pineapples. The work was getting slack and he decided. In this there is a plain political principle recognized that you 
that it was necessary to let 5 of them go. The other 20 im- should appreciate--" agree with thine adversary quickly." [Ap-
mediately announced their inte_q.tion t<>. go,. too.. Contrary to plause.] . 
his custom, he did not insist upon his contract by keeping part In conclusion, I wish to say that I fully indorse all the 
of the money back, -and paid them all off. The next day but President bas said to you, but wish to emphasize, if pos ·ible, 
one they all returned, having walked 50 miles, in the meanwhile. his rrtterances regarding the ingratitude of the anti-American 
spending all their money, and asked for reemployment. people in the ~sland and their utter failure to appreciate what 

My attention is called by some of my Democratic brethren to. we have done for them. The history of recent events con
our last national platform concerning Porto, Rico_ It reads as· • elusively shows that if all the atoms of gratitude they have in 
follow : their souls were poured into a humming bird's quill, and witb 

We demand for the people of .Alaska and Porto Rico the full enjoy
ment of the rights and privileges of a territorial form of government, 

a blast furnace bTown into the eye of a mosquito, it is my un
qualified judgment that eye would not bat. [Loud applau~e.] 
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The CHAI.Rl\IAN. The gentleman .from Wisconsin I.Mr.1 reported .and into the law,, '3.Ild there .it now i£; for the .benefit 

CooPER] is recognized for ten minutes. of the Porto Rican people. 
:Mr . . COOPER of Wisconsin. Mr. Chairman, 1 have no -speeeh I haV"e said all that I intended to :say. desiring merely -to 

to .make, but take this time merely to .state a few facts which I call the attention of the committee to my attitude upon the· 
deem pertinent. I shall V"Ote fo1· tllis bill. It consists of two pending measure. 
sections. The first section is an exact copy of a proviso 1n the ~fr. -GRAHAl\I af Illinois, Mi:. Chairman--
bill to establish civil government .in the Philippine Islands, The CHAIR1\1AN. Will the ·gentleman from Wisconsin [:Mr.. 
which I had the honor, on behalf of the Committee on Insular CooPER] yield :to the gentleman fr.om Illinois? 
Affairs, to re_port to the Rouse in .April, 1902, and which. with Mr. COOPER .of Wisconsin. I wlll. 
certain amendments was enacted iinto law and became the so- Mr, GRAHAM of Illinois. Will the .gentleman state .how 
called " Philippine ~rganic act" -of July 1 1902. Here is the he construes the last three lines of section 2? What do you 
proviso as it appears in the Philippine act:' think is the meaning of the words?-

Providea 11trther, That Jf at the termination nf any :SesSion ·the 
nppropriations necessary for the support of the government shall .not 
have been made, an amount equal to the sums appropriated in the last 
appropriation bills for such purposes shall be deemed to ·be appro
priated, and until the legislature shall act in such behalf the trea-sure1· 
may, with the advice of the governor, make the payments necessary for 
the purposes aforesaid. 

This language of the Philippine law is identical with that ·Of 
the first section of the pending bill for Porto Rico, · 

The second section of the bill requires that-
.All re.Ports made by Law or in ·accordance with law 'by the ·governor 

or members of the executive council of Porto Rico to any official of the 
United States shall hereafter be made to an executive department of 
the Government of the United States to 'be designated by ·the President, 
and the President ls hereby authorized to place all matters pertaining 
to the government of Porto Rico in the jurisdiction of such .department. 

Mr. GARRETT. Mr. Chairman--
Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I have only ten minutes, but I 

will yield for a question. 
Mr. GARRETT. There is .not filly .objection to "that last sec

tion. But I want to suggest to my friend from Wiisconsin that 
that last section .means this: That if it passes 'in connection 
with the other part of it, there is not going ;to be any change .in 
the organic law of Porto Rico within your lifetime or ·mine. 

~fr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I will belp the gentleman from 
Tennessee [Mr. GA.BRETT] to amend the Foraker law in a proper 
w.a,y, if we e:ver have .an .epportunity _on this floor. 

I have ·only this to say -concerning the second sec.ti on .of the 
bill: On February Zl, 1.907, the gentleman from Ne.w :York 
[Mr. PARSONS], a member of the Committee on .Insular .Affairs, 
of which I then had .the Jlonor to be chair.man, presented from 
that committee a 11Ilanimous report recommending the pa:ssage 
of H. R 23568, a bill :which was in effect identical with -the 
second section of the pending bill. 

The gentleman from New York .has given me the reason why 
the -bill which he reported was not taken from the calendar 
and passed, .and if he were here I shonld call upon him now to 
give it to the committee. 

I have here his :report made on H. R . .23.568 .in the .Fitty
Iiinth Congress, which, as I said, embodies this second section. 
In the next-the Sixtieth-Congress the gentleman from New 
York reintroauced the bill, but did not press it for considera
tion before the Committee on Insular .Affairs fo.r the , reason 
which he gave to me, namely, op_position, .I believe, .on the l)art 
of a member of the Cabinet 

I shall V"ote for the bill, because I think it ought to be en
acted into law; but 1 should like it very much better 1f its :pro
visions had been a part of the original Fo.ra:ker ..A.ct. It looks 
now a little like ta.h°'in_g sides with one or the other of these 
two hostile parties. 

1\fr. SCOTT. Can the gentleman suggest-which side? 
Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. It will be so interpreted in the 

island. Yes; I can tell which side very easily. It will .be 
:interpreted, and I think the gentleman from Kansas can not 
consistently deny it, as being in support of the executive council. 

1iir. SCOTT. If the entire fault of the present situation there 
were due absolutely to the action of the executive council, would 
not this measure be necessary just the same? 

l\1r. COOPER of Wisconsin. No, not quite as necessary-; but 
as a matter of good .Policy 1 would very much pi:efer that 1t had 
been in the original Foraker Act. And 1 wish to say right 
.here that the Foraker bill which became the Foraker Act was 
never submitted to the consideration of the Committee on Insu
lar Affairs. It never would have been reported in that form 
from that committee. · 

'.rhe law limiting the holding of land by corporations in 
Porto Rico, which has been spoken about during this debate, 
was originally reported by the Committee on Insular Affairs as 
an amendment to a jo~mt resolution to extend the time for the 
going into effect of the Foraker Act. It is only fair, I think, 
to say that I insisted that that amendment should go on, and 
that I appointed a subcommittee consisting of Mr. Moody-now 
Mr. Justice Moody of the Supreme ·Court--'the .gentleman from 
[ndiana TMr. CRUMP.A.CJ.KEB], and myself, to consider that propo- , 
sition. After considerable effort we succeeded in getting it 

The President is .hereby ·authorized to 'Place all matters pertaining 
to the government of Porto Rico in t he jurisdiction of such department. 

That :is, the executive department of the .Government of the 
United States. 'What does " jurisdiction" mean there? What 
is the extent of control indicated by jurisdiction? Does that 
suspend the ordinacy ln w in Porto Rico altogether 01· does it 
not? Does it ti.nclude section 1 and that -portion of secti.on 2 
preceding it? 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. No-; I -think not. 
Mr. GR.A.H.A.l\f -0f iillinols. What is the meaning of it? 
l\1r. COOPER .of Wisconsin. This being ·an amendment of 

the JJ'oraker Act, the ordinary rule of statutory con.strnction 
would .require tha.t the wllole act and thls amendment be in
terpreted together ..as ,one law, and -therefore it can not be held 
that these last three lines would nullify the ·plain intent of 
Congress as re-vealed by the :entire law. The intent of the 
Foraker .Act .can not be nuilifi.ed .by -three lines saying no more 
than these three lines say. 

Mr. Cha.:ir:rru.ul. in :.addition to w.hat I have already said I 
desire to srry a word .in Ieply to the gentleman from Texas 
fl\Jr. SLAYDEN]. . 

The gentleman :from Texas declared, or at least ·quite plainly 
intimated, that we might to surrender the possession ·of Porto 
Rico. He disCtlSsed Porto Rico .and the Philippine ·[slands 
-together, :a method of :discussion ±hat 1.n many ways leads to 
great injustice to fb.e ;people -of Porto Rico. The interests of 
these people are not bound up w1th the interests of the people 
of. -the 'Philippine .Arc.hipelagg, on :the other side of the -wo,rld. 
q'he Philippine Arcll:ipelago consists of hundreds of falan.d&; 
whose lnhahitant-s -speak .50 or more :different dialects, many 
of which are understood only by the particular tribes :speaking 
them. There is ~o homogeneity there. 

But Porto Rico is not on the other side of -the world; it is at 
eur door. The -people are h-omogeneons, They speak one lan
guage. They are on a little territory 95 to 100 miles in length 
0y 40 miles in width .; :and there is no analogy ·between the 
physical nor the 'P<ilitical conditions ·of the _Phili;ppine Islands 
and those of Porto Rico. 

There is an.other reason greater ilhan 1he one .I have indi· 
cated against the logic of the gentleman from Texas. ~ :is 
found in the fact that we ar-e .always to retain Porte Rico, just 
.a:s -we axe to :retain Hawaii. Many a time '.IDld oft I have 
heard men say that the Hawaiian Islands .are a great burden 
to the people of the United States -and that we ought -to _give 
them up. .:But rightly looked :at the Hawaiian Archipelago is 
not a burden to 1:.he· people of the United States. Take your 
maps and see how Hawaii, with ~ou.r g11eat na-val base at· Pearl 
Harbor, ·:will he1p us to defend one ,end o:f the '.Pana.ma Canal, 
as Porto Rico and uur naval bases :in Cuba will help us tD 
defend the other. 

There ..a.re other unanswerable reasons why we are to retain 
.Hawaii ind Porto Rico. 

Suppose we were to have ·a war. God forbid that we eV"er 
ha.ve another war. The United States wants peace, .and only 
peace. But it ls ihe -duty of statesmanship to be -provident of 
the future. Suppose that we Ehould be driven into war with 
.Japan or Oh.in.a, and -that they send iheir Dr-eaanoughts fo bom
bard our Pacific coast cities. ~e .are making them impregnab1e 
to assault. Suppose these battle ships come here, and in attack
ing us exhaust their .fuel or need repairs. Where will they se
cure fuel or re_pairs if we retain the Hawaiian Islands? They 
will have to go back thou ands of miles ,across the Pacific if 
we hold .Hawaii. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentlemun ha expired. 
Mr. OLMSTED. I yield the gentleman .five minutes more. 
Mr.. COOPER of. Wisconsin. But ·they will not have to go 

back unless -we do hold Hawaii. Looked .at with the eye of 
statesmanship, the Hawaiian Islands are not a burden to the 
United States, but .an asset •Of incalculable yalue, :and the United 
States will never let them go. 

.l\Ir. CLARK of Missouri. l\Ir. Chairman--
Mr. CODP.ER of Wisconsin. Now, will the ;gentleman ·1et 

me finish along that line? 
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Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I will give you five minutes of my 
time, if you will let me ask you a question. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Yes. 
Mr CLARK of Missouri. This is strictly for information. 

Whe~ they annexed the Sandwich Islands, one of the chief 
arguments by which they overcame the opposition was that 
for a comparatively small consideration Pearl Harbor could be 
made as impregnable as Gibraltar. Now, I want to .ask the 
gentleman if we are really taking any steps toward fixmg that 
harbor so that we can use it; and if so, how long before we 
can use it? 

Mr COOPER of Wisconsin. The last two Congresses made 
specific appropriations for the improvement and fortification of 
Pearl Harbor, aggregating upward of $5,000,000. 

Mr. ChaJrman, the permanent retention of the H~waiian 
Islands by the United States is an assured fact. Nothing ~ut 
force will ever compel this Republic to give them up. Bmld 
the Panama Canal, and do you want Porto Rico an independ
ent power? We can not let it go to any European country. 
The Monroe doctrine will not permit that. Do you want Porto 
Rico to be an independent hostile power? With the completi~n 
of the Panama Canal, Porto Rico will become of such strate~1c 
importance as to preclude all doubt of its permanent retention 
by this Government. . . 

Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois. Will the gentleman yield to a 
question there, which is apropos of that point? 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. YP.s. 
Mr. GR.A.HAM of Illinois. The gentleman spoke of Gib.raltar: 
Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. The gentleman from Missouri 

[Mr. CLABK] spoke of Gibraltar. . . . 
Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois. Why not retam a Gibraltar m 

Porto Rico and let the rest of the island go? Would not that 
suffice for a coaling station? . 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. It is only 95 miles by 40, and I 
would rather have the whole island. It is not too large for a 
naval base anyway, the whole island. [Applause.] . I wou~d 
rather have control of that little territory than to have a mil-
lion people there under another government. . . 

We want Porto Rico to help us to make the Gulf of Mexico 
an American lake. We want it for purposes of self-defense, and 
we want it for the benefit also o~ the people of Porto Ri~o. _I 
think this controversy is exceedingly unfortunate. I think it 
was exceedino-ly unfortunate for the gentleman from Colorado 
[Mr. RucKERJ to speak so bitterly about the "ingratitude" of 
the people of Porto Rico. 

l\fr. RUCKE}l of Colorado. The anti-American sentiment of 
the island. . . 

Mr COOPER of Wisconsin. I know of no more unwise 
meth~d of attempting to awaken the gratitude of a people than 
to speak bitterly of their ingratitude. 

l\lr. RUCKER of Colorado. Will the gentleman yield for a 
moment? · 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. . Yes. 
Mr. RUCKER of Colorado. The gentleman does not want to 

be unfair or to misquote me, I am sure. 
Mr COOPER of Wisconsin. Oh, not at all. 
Mr. RUCKER of Colorado. I said "the anti-American sen

time~t of the island." If you take exception to what I said, 
then t!ertainly I have no objection. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Those words "the anti-Ameri
can sentiment of the island," in connection with the rest of 
the gentleman's remarks, conv_eyed t~e impression that the sen
timent of the island was anti-American_. Does the g~ntleman 
mean that there is only a small proportion of the sentiment of 
the island that is anti-American?" 

Mr. RUCKER of Colorado. I do not mean to say that there 
is only a >ery small proportion of it anti-American. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Substantially all anti-American. 
Mr. RUCKER of Colorado. No; I should say not. At least 

the intelligent portion of it is not anti-American. 
Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. If the intelligent portion is not 

anti-American, then the controlling portion is not anti-American, 
for intelligence will control there as elsewhere. They do not 
Jike some of the things which are in the Foraker Act. They 
do not like some of the omissions of the Foraker Act. l!..,or 
example the Philippine organic act contains a complete bill of 
rights. 'It guarantees to the people in the Philippine Islands 
practically every right which we enjoy in any of our States 
except only the right of trial by jury and the right to bear 
arms. 

But the Foraker Act contains no bill of rights for the people 
of Porto Rico. If the Foraker bill had gone from the Commit
tee on Insular Affairs, it would have included a bill of rights. 
Such a bill for Porto Rico ought to be in the law now by act 
of Congress. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. l\Ir. Chairman, I would like to ask 
the gentleman a question. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I will yield to the gentleman. 
Mr. CLARK of l\Iissouri. Does not the gentleman think this 

act ought to be confined to one year, as is proposed here, and 
then at the regular ses ion of Congress overhaul the Foraker 
Act and do what the gentleman is talking- about now? 

l\Ir. COOPER of Wisconsin. There is somethin00 in the ug
gestion of the gentleman from Missouri, and yet, on the whole, 
I think that we should promptly pass the bill as it i now before 
us, at the same time doing our utmost to a sure the Porto 
Ricans that we do not enact it in a hostile spirit. I do not 
feel like condemning the people of Porto Rico. I sympathize 
with them. 

Mr. ESCH. Will the gentleman allow me an interruption? 
What effect would the granting of citizenehip to the i land 
have on the relation of the natives to the United States? 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. It is our duty to grant citizen
ship to the inhabitants of the island. There is no doubt that 
it would have a most happy effect. We gave American cWzen
ship to the 200,000 people in Hawaii at the request of William 
McKinley. Why are not the people of Porto Rico equally 
entitled to enjoy this high privilege? 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Wis
consin has expired. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I will yield the gentleman five 
minutes more, as I promised to. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. William McKinley in a message 
to the Congress of the United States advised the extension of 
American citizenship to the people of Hawaii. Do you think 
it is right for us permanently to retain Porto Rico because of 
its strategic importance and forever deny any ort of nation
ality to those people? They are not citizens of Spain; they 
are not citizens of the United States; they are citizens of Porto 
Rico, and Porto Rico is not a nation, and they have no na
tionality. 

There sits a man [Mr. LARBINAGA] educated in this country. 
I never met a higher minded gentleman. There are thousands 
like him in Porto Rico. Their bitterness may come, in part, at 
least from a feeling of humiliation in being made political non
entities. What harm can come, if we make them .American citi
zens? The children of our country are American citizens. The 
women of the Republic are American citizens. The people of 
Hawaii are American citizens, and the principles upon which 
our Government is founded will not permit us to announce our 
intention forever to retain Porto Rico and at the same time deny 
its 1,000,000 of civilized inhabitants the rights of American citi
zenship. 

The platform on which William H. Taft was elected President 
of the United States demands that all the people of Porto Ilico 
be made citizens of the United States. The national Democratic 
platform demands it. Theodore Roosevelt three times in his 
messages to Congress urged that they be given it. 

But it is said that this involves statehood. This assertion 
need not frighten us from doing our duty. Arizona and other 
Territories came to us under an act which practically pledged 
that they should be made States, and we ha•e kept them out of 
statehood upward of sixty years. Statehood for Porto Ilico 
is not a pressing problem to-day. The statesmen of the future 
will know what to do if it shall ever confront them. Possible- . 
remotely possible-statehood for Hawaii did not deter .McKin
ley from doing what he thought his duty toward the Hawaii
ans, nor should we be frightened from doing our duty toward 
the people of Porto Rico. 

To give the Porto Ricans American citizenship would not 
promise them the right to vote for la ws to gorern us here any 
more than it promises the women of the United States the right 
to vote for such laws in this Republic. There hns been a con
fusion of ideas on this proposition, but no man can arise here 
and say, as a Republican or as a Democrat, that when the op
portunity is presented the platform pledges to give American. 
citizenship to the people of Porto Rico, a land · forever to be 
retained by this Republic, ought not to be redeemed. [Applause.] 

Mr. S~EPHENS of Texas. Mr. Chairman, I would like to 
inquire of the gentleman why his party has not redeemed those 
pledges made to Arizona and New l\Iexico in two or three dffer
ent national conventions, when they guaranteed they would give 
them statehood? Is it not a fact that the attitude of your party 
is the reason why statehood has not been given to New Mexico 
and Arizona, and have we not on this side voted solidly for it? 

.Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. l\fr. Chairman, one failure to do · 
right does not justify another. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. We only asked you to join us on 
this side. 
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The CRA.IR~I:AN. The time of the gentleman from Wisconsin 
has again expired. 

l\fr. OLMSTED. I yield one minute more to the gentleman. 
Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. 1\Ir. Chairma~ the Committee 

on In mlar Affairs bas twice reported, without a dissenting 
·mice, a bill to give .American citizenship to the people of Porto 
Rico, and each time the gentleman · fi·om Pennsylvania, 1\Ir. 
OLMSTED, has joined in that report. 

Mr. LARRINAGA. 1\Ir. Chairman, while I was listening to 
the remarks of the gentleman from Wisconsin .[Mr. CooPER], I 
felt that I had a few -ideas to present to this House on the sub
ject he was treating, of Porto Rico being taken in as a perma
nent part of the Nation, for the convenience to AmeriC!l of hold
ing that island in the Atlantic, as she is holding Hawaii in the 
Pacific-in self-defense, so to speak, as the gentleman from WiS
con·sin seemed to view the case. ·I think this will take me a 
little further from the main point that I wanted to make just 
no'""· inside of the time allotted to me. 

fr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Will the gentleman permit me 
to interrupt him? . 

I\Ir. LARRINAGA. Certainly. 
l\Jr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I wish to say one thing that I 

o\erlooked saying, and that is that the only amendment I will 
be in favor of would be the amendment offered by the gentle
man from Texas [Mr. SLAYDEN], to have a commission go down 
there. I shall not at this time vote for any amendment to 
extend American citizenship or lo limit this for one year or 
anything else. I shall vote for this bill, in the hope that at 
the next session of CongTess right will be done. 

l\fr. LARRINAGA. Mr. Chairman, in connection with holding 
Porto Rico as a pei·manent part of the Natio~ I want to say, 
first, that the President is right in his message when he says 
that Porto Rico was taken with the consent of her people. 
That is true. Every Porto Rican accepted that. · The gentle
man from Kansas [Mr. ScoTT] the other day said he had not 
found a man there who spoke of not being willing to have Porto 
Rico a part of the United States. In that he also was right. 
I am standing here elected at large by over 100,000 votes, and 
wy opinion and sentiments were known forty years before the 
Americans landed there. That shows, Mr. Chairman, that the 
people of Porto Rico are willing to form a part of this great 
Nation. But that people also say as a unit that the Foraker 
Act is an injustice to them, and that they deserve a larger meas
ure of self government. Mr. Chairman, every time a gentle
man rises here to support this bill now ·before tbe House he 
is supporting a bill brought about by the executive council, a 
bill they had in their minds from the inceptio_n of the civil gov
ernment, viz, to get by law that which they have been getting 
heretofore by threats. They made the house pass their bills· 
did not accept the house bills; made the house pass their ap~ 
propriation bills, threatening that Congress would do away 
with the rights the house had to concur in the appropriations. 
That, Mr. Chairman, they have do;ne. 

The willingne~s of the Porto -Rican lower. house to show the 
·~rnerican people that they wer~ law-abiding, That they we.re· 
good citizens, has been made an argument against llil. Just 
b~cause we stood it for nine years, in order not to have the 
Amei-ican people get the impression that we were unruly, that 
we did not deserve self-government, the argument is pre
sented to-day that we have gone now into the hands of politi
cians, and that we want to pull the govel;'D.ment down; that we 
are procee!ling in a revolutionary way, and that our attitude is 
anarchistic. 

There is no such thing, Mr. Chairman. In co-nneetion with 
that Foraker Act, so repugnant to . our people, I will tell the 
gentlen;ian from '\yisconsin [Mr. CooPER] that the American 
people do not know, and I think few Members in this -House 
know, how far th-e Forake_r Act has gone to neutralize the use
fll.lness of Porto Rico as a means of defense on the Atlantic 
coast and to impair the safety of this Nation. Let me tell you 
that if St. Thomas is not flying the American flag o'\"er that 
port it is due to the Foraker Act. That great statesman, Presi
dent .l\IcKinley, and Secretary Root saw it. They saw that 
Porto Rico was worthless-in the hands of the .Amer~can people 
if a weak nation held St. Thomas. St. Thomas is the foremost 
point j;r!_ the West Indian Archipelago, and is the true key to 
the Caribbean Sea and the Mexican Gulf and the Panama 
Canal. · · 

There you have a small island, l\fr. Chairman, with a beautiful 
harbor, dry docks, a nice population, strong foctifications. a pro~ 
AmeTican peo-ple, and an English-speaking people, for they speak 
Danish and English equally as well. At all times they have 
be&n the most pro-Ameriean people in the W.est Indies. Their 
great dream was to form, one day, part of this great Nation; 
hut when the proper moment eame they refused to give their 

consent to the deal -proposed by President McKinley. · De:p.mark 
knew of the friendly disposition of her distant subject toward 
the American Nation and readily· accepted the bargain, but the 
people of the island, having represented to the King against the 
sale of the island, the King ordered a plebiscite of the inhabit
ants, that they might decide the case. The result was that the 
people of St. Thomas refused to become a part of the United 
'States. · 

The bargain was already closed between President McK1n
·1ey and the King of Denmark, and St. Thomas was to be a 
possession of the United States through a consid_eration of 
.$4,000,000-, But what had happened? It had happened, MT. 
Chairman, that the St. Thomasans, who had been very ardent' 
pro-Americans, had seen the workings of the :first two years ~f 
the Foraker Act in Porto Rico. They had seen everything that 
had come to pass in our island. I do not want to bring up that 
subject; I do not wish to recall all outrages perpetrated on 
our people with the acquiescence of the local authorities; but I 
wish only to tell this House that the greatest injury that the 
American Nation has received since the Spanish-American war 
was the failure to acquire· possession of the island of St. Thomas; 
and having it in the llilnds of a weak nation, which, at a given 
moment, might not be able to hold it, and then Porto Rico will _ 
be powerless and u8eless before the occupation of St. Thomas 
by a sh~ong power~ · · 

I could go further on and speak of the condi9-on of the Ha
waiian Islands in the Pacific. I am sorry to see that every time 
somebody rises to back the · bill presented by tlie ' gentleman 
from Pennsylvania he brings ou.t this little book, the constit_u
tion of Porto Rico, to try to prove that it is no good, that there 
was no such a thing as self-government in its provisions. I do 
not wish to go back to the old time of Spa.in. r am ' wip.ing to 
let that pass, but in justjce to my people I am bound to take up 
the argument, always offered, that the governor of tp.e island 
was everything, that the King could annul t~at constitution, 
called the " Porto Rican autonomic constitution." I appeal to 
e\ery Member of this House to ask at the War Depa1·tment for 
a copy of this book, arid study it thoroughly. I ·will read only 
three articles in connection with this constitution that I marked 
this morniilg as the gentleman from Pennsylvania was reading 
f_rom it, and which will show that the gentleman is _not entirely 
correct. Now, take page 12, in regard to the forriuition of the 
legislature. According to the Foraker Act, out of 11 me,mbe~·s, 
all appointed, 6 are at the same time the heads of departments. 

They are all appointed, having the power-to niake the ~aws, so 
that the whole legislative and executive power is m· the hands 
of only 6 men. Now, in regard-- . 

Mr. SCOTT. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. LARRINAGA. Certainly, with the greatest pleasure. 
Mr. SCOTT~ I think it might be inferred from what the 

gentleman has said that on all important questions there is a 
racial division in the upper house-

Mr. LARRINAGA. Not .at alL 
Mr. SCOTT. I would like to ask the gentleman if it is not 

true, on the .contrary, _ that there has been few, if any, such 
di\isions. 

l\fr. LARRINAGA. Not at all. The Porto Ricans many, 
times -vote with the Americans. There is no such thing as a 
racial division, but the fact of the matter is that the Porto 
Ricans, as a rule, in political questions want more liberal laws 
than the 6 Americans, who, in such cases, vote on one side; bttt 
in general they do not divide 10-n that line. l\fany times bills 
of the lower house have been defeated in the upper house by tne 
vote of the P-orto Ricans, and at times some Americans. voted 
with the minority of the Porto Ricans. That is the fact. Now, 
comparing the upper house appointed by the Foraker Act with 
the upper house under the autonomic constitution, article 5, 
title 3, of the Porto Rican constitution reads: 

The council shall be composed of 15 members, of whom 8 shall be 
elected in . the mann1:!r directed by the electoral law, n.nd 7 appointed 
by the gove~·nor-general. 

Mr. OLMSTED. Where does the gentleman find that? 
Mr. LARRINAGA. On page 12. . 
Mr. OLMSTED. On pag:e 12 of the pamphlet I have it says 

that tbe council shall be composed of 35 member__s, 
Mr. LARRJNAGA. That is the Cuban constitution. The 

Cuban and Porto Riean differ in the number of members only. 
Mr. OLMSTED. But this applies to the islands o:f Cuba -and 

Porto Rico. · 
Mr. LARRINAGA. Yes, sir; and of course Porto Rico being 

smaµer, they reduce the number of m-ernbe:i•s. That is the only 
difference between the two constitutiorni This, l\fr. ChaJrman, 
puts the who-le legislative power in the lln:nds of the Porto 
Ricans. 
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Now, as to the powers of the governor, I call the attention 
of the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. OLMSTED] to page 
19, article 44, as follows: 

No executive order of the governor-general, acting as representative 
and chief of the colony, shall take effect unless countersigned by a 
secretary of the cabinet, who by this act alone shall make himself 
responsible for the same. • 

I belie·ve, Mr. Chairman, if we had anything like a shadow 
of that to control the governor-

Mr. OLMSTED. Who appointed his cabinet? The governor 

that the agricultuml bill was a good bill, and that the rea on 
given by the executive council, that the island could not afford 
to guarantee the loan, was not acceptable. I wi1l also prove 
that they could not believe it to be so. In the first place, the 
economic conditions of the island are ound and solid. Read, on · 
page 47 of the last report of the governor of Porto Rico, what 
the treasmer says in the last paragraph: 

The happenings of the past year but serve to emphasize the strong 
financial position of the island. . 

appointed his cabinet? · In page 48, line 10 from the top, referring to the panic in 
Mr. LARRINAGA. Under the representation of the leader the United States, he says: 

of the _party '"ho had won the elections. 
l\Ir; SLAYDEN. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 
Mr. LARRINAGA. Certainly. 
Mr. SLAYDEN. The gentleman says the appointment was 

made on the representation of the leader of the party who had 
won in the election? 

Mr. LARRINAGA. Yes, sir. Presented s~me candidate~ 
Mr. SLAYDEN. ·They had a cabinet, then, that responded to 

the election, and went out if thev were defeated? 
Mr. LARRINAGA. Yes, sir. ·It was a parliament. 
Now, I believe that in connection with another suggestion 

that has been made in the press and in different other papers-
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Porto 

Rico has expired. 
Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, I will yield the re

maining six minutes of my time to the gentleman from Porto 
Ilico, if he wants it. 

Mr. LARRINAGA. Thank you. This is a very important 
point, Mr. Chairman, namely, that the King could annul the 
organic act at any time, as it has been repeated. The Kin(J' of 
Spain, since the constitution of Cadiz, 1812, can not do any :uch 
thing. The king is compelled to carry out and promulgate the 
decisions of the congress, called there the Cortes. 

On page 23 the gentleman from Pennsylvania [l\Ir. 0LMSTED1 
will find this statement regarding the guaranty that we had to 
have a permanent government of that kind. Article II of the 
adicion . reads: 

When the present constitution shall be once approved by the Cortes 
of the Kingdom for the islands of Cuba and Porto Rico it shall not be 
amended except by virtue of special law and upon the' petition of the 
insular parliament. 

So that, according to that constitution, this bill of yours could 
not have been taken into consideration by the Congress of the 
United States except upon petition of our legislature. 

l\Ir. Chairman, I am sorry that I have not sufficient time. I 
have drifted into this <:Iiscussion in order to answer the points 
touched by the other gentlemen speaking before me; but the 
point I want to make is that the statement that the agricultural 
bank was refused by the executive council on the ground that 
the island could not afford to establish it is erroneous; I sup
pose it was said in good faith. 

Our people expected that the Congress of the United States 
would have taken up the bills, studied them, passed upon them 
recognizing both sides, and if we Porto Ricans were wrong and 
their bills .did not deserve consideration at the hands of the 
upper house, that they should have been turned down; but if 
one or all of those bills were good, fair, just, and reasonable i t 
would have done justice to us and approved it. I propose o~ly 
to take up one of the bills-the bill, as I have said, to establish 
an agricultural bank-a bill that was introduced by the legis
lative assembly of Porto Rico in 1901, and as the gentleman from 
Colorado [Mr. RUCKER] said, "It was then a Republican house." 
I do not wish to bring in here these local bickerings, but we 
hold that the Republican party was put in power by the execu
tive council. This would be a very long story to tell, but the 
fact of the matter is that that house of delegates was a Re
publican house, friendly to the council and under obligations to 
the council. 

Mr. Chairman, the only bill which has ever -been vetoed by the 
governor of Porto Rico was a bill passed by that Republican 
house to give more power to municipalities. That house of 
delegates, although it was wholly Republican, wii;;hed also ·to 
stretch out the powers of the municipalities. Whether-they had 
won the control of the house by good means or otherwise, they 
wanted, all the same, to do justice to the people and to 
strengthen themselves in their opinion; but the executive coun
cil would not let them do it; and if they have been swept out 
of existence at the last three elections, so that they can not 
elect one single man, it is partly owing to the obstinacy of the 
executiYe council wanting to rule the island arbitrarily, 
whether the house be Republican, Unionist, or anything else. 
That is the whole truth about it. [Applause.] 

l\Ir. Chairman, I am going to prove by the statements of a 
member of the executive council, the treasurer of Porto Rico, 

The financial depression caused no such stoppage of business in Porto · 
Rico as it did in the United States. · 

Here again we had built well. 
In page 52, at the middle of the page, they confess the neces

sity of the bank. The treasurer says: 
All industrially new countries are greatly in need of capital. This is 

especially tr~e of the Tropics. . _ . . 

They pretend, I believe, that as the island made a loan of 
$1,000,000 for improvements two years ago and is about to 
make a loan of $3,000,000 for an irrigation scheme in the south
ern part of the island, that the country has reached the Jimit · 
of its borrowing power. Let us examine this argument. In 
the first place, the $3,000,000 loan to be made is destined to 
build the works necessary for irrigating some land in the south
ern part of the island. The planters are going to pay this 
loan with the tax paid for the water they are going to use. 
The insular treasury is only going to furnish the moral guar
anty. This is a money-making proposition. Those sugar lands 
are amongst the most fertile in the world. One crop out of four 
or five is lost for lack of proper irrigation. When once the 
crops are assured, there is not the remotest probability of the 
planters not being able to pay their taxes for the capital and 
interest of the money loaned. But even admitting that the 
$4,000,000 constitutes a load on the treasury of the island is 
$4,000,000 the limit of the- borrowing power of the country ?

1 

If you read in page 54, sixth line from the bottom of the same 
report, you will see that the assessed property of the island is 
o>er one hundred millions; and, therefore, that 7 per cent of 
that sum will be the limit authorized by law. If to this is 
added, as we have proved before, the solid financial conditions 
of the island, as confessed by the treasurer, and the nece sity 
of such institution, as also declared by the same gentleman, we : 
must surely come to the conclusion that what they really wish · 
is that the small farmer shall not be able to find money at Jong 
terms for the payment of tlrn capital and at a cheap rate of in
terest and thereby escape from the claws of usury. · 

If from the bill of the agricultural bank we pass to the other 
bill of the house rejected by the council, we shall find that they 
were reasonable, and in no way against the fundamental law of 
the country; and any fair-minded person, after having duly 
studied the different points of the controversy, will surely come 
to the conclusion that the only aim of the members of the 
executive council was to bring about the present difficulty, sme, 
as they have been all the time, that you would pass that bill, 
putting in their hands the last remnant of the rights of the peo
ple of Porto Rico. · But, as I ha-re already said, it is far better 
that they should do it by a law, however unjust, than to ha>e 
them accomplish the same object e>ery year by threat. ' Lex 
dura, sed lex." The American people will no longer be de- · 
ceived as to the kind of colonial government we are having in 
Porto Rico. [Applause. ] 

Mr. OLMSTED. I yield fifteen minutes to the gentleman 
from Ohio [l\Ir. KENNEDY], and that is all I ha>e to yield. 

Mr. KENl\!~DY of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, when we accepted 
sovereignty over the island of Porto Rico (I do not know 
whether we did any good for ourselves or not), we took upon 
ourselve a great responsibility, and of cour e became re. pon
sible for whate>er Jaws were enacted for the control of the 
island. Such authority as we have delegated to the legislature 
in Porto Rico is a delegated power. It was our duty, unless 
we had absolute confidence that no mistakes would be made by · 
the framers of law in Porto Rico, to withhold from them such 
power as wou1d enable us to conh·ol the legislation there. I 
think the Foraker Act is an admirable piece of legislation. I 
believe it was a great mistake to pass it when we passed it. 
But the mi take was not in the Jaw. The Jaw was admirably 
thought out and considered, concisely expres ed in the most 
statesmanlike manner. The great mistake we made was in 
a . suming that ·the Porto Ricans had any capacity for self
governrnent whatever. We might have known better. Had ~ 
considered history, we would have learned that the Spaniard, 
of all civilized races, had the least capacity for self-government. · 
His pride of knowledge, we should have learned, was in im·erse 
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ratio to his achievement and to his intellectual capacity. What 
has he contributed to the discoveries in science? 

What great philosophy has he given to the world? What use
ful inventions? He has made some inventions. He invented 
the thumb-screw, bastinado, and other ingenious tools which 
Spanish courts have invariably used. to elicit the truth ' from 
witnesses. What has the Spanish race done to further the ad
vancement of civil liberty in the world? The history of the 
genesis of liberty will record that its h·iumphs have been made 
in spite of the Spanish people. When we took possession of 
the island they welcomed us with gi·eat enthusiasm. Then we 
made another mistake. We SUPlJOSed that they could remem
ber-and be grateful. These two mistakes led us to enact the 
Foraker bill, which was a blunder only because we were mis
taken when we were led to believe they had the capacity ·to 
legislate for themselves. 

I have grown out of patience with those who speak of this 
revolt of the people of Porto Rico as a struggle for liberty. The 
criticism of our government of the island of Porto Rico by the 
Porto Ricans grows out of the fact that no Spaniard has ever 
yet seemed to know what liberty was. His conception of liberty 
may be defined as liberty to tyrannize over somebody else. 
Every communication that has come to this country from this 
island either clearly asserts or by direct implication proclaims 
that under our flag tyranny exists in Porto Rico. They do not 
set forth the specific tyranny, nor can they. Who is it that 
does not now in Porto Rico enjoy complete liberty? 

Will somebody rise in his place on this floor and tell me what 
Porto Rican is not now free under. our rule there? If our flag 
is fostering any species of oppression or tyranny in Porto Rico 
this Congress should find it out. It · is a confusion of what 
civil liberty means that these men are babbling about here be
fore this Congress. I hold in my hand a paper showing the-rela
tive number of offices they had under the Spanish Government, 
and showing that they had more offices under Spanish rule than 
they have now, therefore their contention is they were freer 
then than now. Why, the Spanish tyrant exercised the most 
cruel tyranny over the island. That is a fact of history. He 
chose the instruments of his oppression from among the resi
dents of Porto Rico. Were they any freer under the Spanish 
tyrant if he chose Porto Ricans to kill them or imprison them 
than if- the instruments of his oppression had been sent from 
Europe? I resent this imputation as to there bein_g any tyr
anny. in Porto Rico now. When we took sovereignty over this 
island we did just what we ought to have done-retained such 
control there as would prevent foolish and improper legislation. 

Now, I want to call attention to the legislation which they 
peremptorily demanded before they would pass the appro
priation bill. This bill provides for the abolition of the courts 
of the justices of the peace (Anglo-Saxon courts which we 
had established there), and substituting in their place a system 
of Spanish courts, the judges of which were to be appointed 
from the dominant political party in Porto Rico. We could 
not assent to this. This would have been a mere franchise to 
a political committee to have erected a tyranny in the island 
of Porto Rico upon the foundation of these Spanish courts. 
The idea among the Spanish people of a court is not that it is 
a place where justice is dispensed, but where favors are granted 
and old political scores are settled. It has been through all 
the history of Spain and her colonies, nothing higher, nothing 
better, nor anything different than simply an instrumentality 
for the enforcement and the carrying out of the processes of 
tyranny. 

This bi11, proYiding for the separation of the territory into 
counties, is also one the passage of which they demanded be
fore they would do their duty in the passage of the legislative 
appropriation bill. The American officials in the island could 
not consent to its provisions. Why, my friends, it provides for 
imprisonment for debt. I read from page 18, section 54: 

Section 54. A marshal who suffers the escape of a person arrested 
in a civil action, without the consent or connivance of the party in 
whose behalf the arrest or imprisonment was made, is liable as fol
lows : 

1. When the arrest is upon an order to hold to bail or upon sur
render in exoneration of bail before judgment, he is liable to the 
plaintiff as bail. 

2. When the arrest is on an execution or commitment to enforce the 
payment of money be is liable for the amount expressed in the exe
cution or commitment. 

3. When the arrest is on an executive or commitment other than to 
enforce the payment of money he is liable for the actual damages 
sustained. 

The executive council should have refused to sanction any 
such law. We are in duty bound to see that every citizen of 
Porto Rico has his civil rights under our jurisdiction protected. 
When these men come here clamoring and talking about lib
erty, they simply wanted a larger share of the offices. They 
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can not make a specification of any encroachment upon -their 
liberty. They are free, and I agree with the gentleman from 
Wisconsin [Mr. CooPEB] that we should repeal the Foraker 
Act, make them citizens of the United States, and give them a 
territorial government, just such a government as we gave 
every other Territory that we ever held, and let them wait for 
statehood until they become acquainted with our institutions 
and J.~now what liberty is. And if it takes them a thousand 
years, we would not begrudge them the time. 

When the Union party in Porto Rico succeeded in carrying 
the election, it became apparent at once to them what a tre
mendous opportunity they would have to exploit the minority 
and settle up old scores, if they only had control of the courts; 
hence their persistency in demanding this legislation. 

Have any of the Members of the House stopped to reflect 
what has been going on around us in every Spanish civilization 
that has attempted to plant itself on the surface of this big 
round earth? Their initial steps toward a government main
taining order under law haye been attended by insurrection 
and revolution every time the parties changed. Even if those 
countries be called republics, they are in every essential tyr
annies. The party in power immediately conh·ols au the 
courts. Then, with the Spanish devices and cruelties, their 
rule becomes absolutely intolerable, and there follows an insur
rection or revolution. It is an insurrection if it does not suc
ceed; a revolution if it does. There is a cause for these con
tinual, everlasting revolutions in the Spanish civilizations that 
have found a foothold upon this Western Hemisphere. What 
is that cause? It is in the cruelty and rapacity which is exer
cised through their courts. 

This bill was also demanded as a condition precedent to the 
passage of an appropriation bill. It was the most vicious of the 
lot. It was a demand that the schools we established in Porto 
Rico, with their American teachers, and the school funds, should 
be placed under the control of a native Porto Rican. It is the 
dream of every patriotic citizen of this country of an ultimate 
America which shall be homogeneous, speaking a common lan
guage, having like institutions, and where the rights and priv
ileges are guaranteed everywhere under the flag. We are going 
to keep Porto Rico forever, and if it is not to be a plague spot 
upon our civilization they must adopt our ideas and accept our 
institutions and our laws. And it would be manifestly out of 
place to turn out the cultured and enlightened comm!ssioner of 
education and put in his place some Porto Rican who should 
teach in the schools that the high_est triumph of fiscal states
manship was the adoption of a national lottery to replenish the 
public treasury and who would adjourn the schools that all 
might attend a bull fight. 

The disaffected ones in Porto Rico are not here asking some 
guaranty of private rights. They are here complaining that 
we have more offices than they have, and they want us to turn 
out such Anglo-Saxon courts as we have and establish the old
style Spanish courts, every judge of which shall be a member 
of the Union party. What opportunities for revenge and extor
tion! This it was that started all the trouble. They began to 
talk about it, quickly lashing themselves into a hysterical fury, 
until they now seem to think that they no longer have liberty. 

In accepting their guardianship we have taken a great respon
sibility, and we must treat these wards of ours as though they 
were children, protecting them even against themselves. 

Mr. GARRETT. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. KENNEDY of Ohio. Yes. 
Mr. GARRETT. It is only fair to state that the only courts 

that they sought to elect were the justices of the peace-the 
lower courts. 

Mr. KENNEDY of Ohio. Of course they have not attempted 
to establish a supreme court; but it is the magistrate who seizes 
and imprisons, and those courts are always summary ones. 
The judges are restrained by no regulation that prevents them 
from doing as they please. There is no guaranty of rights to 
the Porto Rican that one tmder arrest shall not be compelled to 
testify under the persuasion of the thumbscrew and bastinado. 
They are not ash.-tng for that sort of liberty. It is not that 
kind of people who come here with this protest against our 
Government. I get out of patience with them. After we fed 
them through a famine and sent our doctors down there and 
got the hook worms out of them, then they rebelled against the 
only liberty they ever had, the only chance they bad a right ever 
to expect. I think we should stand by our own country and not 
discredit it by any doubtful action in this great House. [Ap
plause.] 

l\Ir. SLAYDEN. Mr. Chairman, I would like to occupy the 
time of the House for a minute. I was not in the House when 
the gentleman from Wisconsin made his speech. 
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. The . CH.A.IRl\IAN. Does the gentleman from Pennsylvania amendment to strike out thH last word, t<r which ·nobody objects, 
yield to the gentleman from Texas? and I hope the motion of the- gentleman. :from New York will 

l\Ir. OLMSTED. If I have any further-time, I will yield. prevail. 
The CHA.IRl\IAN. 'Ehe: gentleman has three minutes. l\!r. GARRETT. The gentleman from New York moves to 
Mr.. OLMSTED. Then. I yield to the gentleman. from: Texas. , close- debate: in ten minutes, and I have no objection. to· that 
1\.fr. SL.A..YDEN. I was about to say that I was not in. the 'Ehe CHAIRMAN. Without objeetion, it is so ordered. 

House when the gentleman. fr.om Wisconsin [Mr. CooPER] made Mr. GARRETT. Mr. Chairman, I wish to address myself 
his speech. Therefore I had not the privilege o-f hearing it.. directly to the· amendment. I very much wish that the· gentle"' 
:r am told, · however~ that from something he said. it is to- be man from Pennsylvania. [Mr:. OU!STED] eould see' his way clear 
inferred. that he was unde£ the impression that. I had said that to acquiesce- in· the amendment offered oy the- gentleman from 
r wanted to turn the isla.nd of Po fro Rico loose and get rid l\fissouri [l\Ir Bom::A.Nn-],. or in. the amendment that is proposed 
of it entirely. The gentleman from. Wisconsin is mistaken.; I t() be e>ffered by th-e gentle~ from Texas· [1\f:r. SL..&YDEN],. or 
did not say that. . in bothr I shall dear with entire candor in speaking of it. I 
· l\Ir. COOPER oi Wiseonsin. The gentleman was talking belie"te- that the gentleman from Pennsylvania concurs with the 

a,bout Porto Rico and the Philippines, and I :Know that he wunts majority oi this House: in the opinion that. there- ough1i to be a 
fo get rid of the Philippinesr scrutiny and, perhaps, a revision of the: Foraker: Act Of 

Mr. SLAYDEN. I. do, but they stand. on" a different plane. course, the· gentleman from Perrilsylrnnia does not state: what 
The political tie that brought ?orto Rico to U,S: was voluntarily ought, to. be done, nor ea~ any af us, but' there· is- an opinion 
assumed, QUt the political tie that brought tile Philippines to that thelle:- ought to be a scrutiny of the Foraker Act, and a pos
us. was invoLuntarily assumed,, thrust ur>on them by force ot SI"ble revisi~n: of itr I do not hesitate to say· tha.t it is the opin
arms; and not for a moment since have they cons~nted to it.. ion of many of us tha:t if this amendment to the Foraker Act 
'Jihe cases are not parallel at all. passes in the form ot the: bill that is now before the Hou:sef 

.l\Ir. OLMSTED. ll:r.. Chairmanr there i& · an amendment without the amendment' of the gentleman from Missouri ~Mr .. 
pending: which has been. discussed by one . argument upon one Bom..AND], or the amendm-en..t o:f the gentleman nrom. Texas [Mr. 
side and one upon the other. I should like n. vote on it. SL.AYDEN], or some similar amendments;, that that will be the 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. end ot the matter .. and that there will not be any :revision-:--any 
The Clerk i-ead us follows: scrutiny of the Foraker Act... We are den.ling with an emergency 
Strike outr after the word ..-further;" in line 8, and insert in. lieu I believe that we ought to deal with that emergency by enacting 

thereof the foHowing: . . . emerge'Ilcy- legislat:inn. merely. So far as I am eoncerned,. I h:Lve 
"That :for the fiscal year beginning June 30', 1909", for tlie expenses, already expressed my opinion to the House upon the f>ill as it 

~~~m?tdeci~~l ~bl~ti~~sofa~~~oi~~!~t t111e. 3f!srsa~~F~fab~~ now stand&, and I ant against the billr However,' if· this rrmHnd· 
bills for such purposes shall be deemed to be appro1)riated, which shall ment should be- adopted, 1i do not hesita.te to say that, so far as 
be paid in.. the usual course by warrant drawn. by the auditor upon the: I am concexned, I recognize· the necessity for doing something 
treasurer, countersi?ned by the governor." · there, and L should. f>e gl.a.d to support. the bill. Another thingr 

.Mr. GARRETT: M··r. Chairman-- Mr. Chairman, and that is the second section of this Olmsted 
The CHAIRMAN.. For wliat purpose does the gentleman ·bill is wholly unobjectionable in. itself~ but in candor L wish. to 

rise? sn.y that it seems very significant to me that this cla'nse- about 
l"rir. GARRETT. To address myself to the amendment. a mere matter. of administration. is attached to a. proposition. 
The CHAIR~IAN. The Chair understands that all the time amending the fundamental law of Porto Rico, and I believe- that 

for tlie discussion granted has expired. this- last section of the bill furnishes un additional reason foi: 
Mr. CLARK of l\Iissouri. General deoate has ex.pired, but saying that if. this bill is passed there will be no further dis-

not discussion upon the amendment. turbance, no further scrutiny of tlle Porto Rican fundamental 
· The CHAIRMAN. The present occupant of· the chair was not Jaw, a.nd for that reason I wish. that the. amHUd.m:ent offered 
in the chair at the time;- but the Chair was informed that the by the gentleman from Missouri might pre-vaiL I believe, Mr .. 
amendment was discussed at the time it was. offered. . Chairman, that if it does pre-vail1 there will be practically no 

Mr. GARRETT. When the gentleman. from New York division in this Honse upon the pas age o! the . bill itself .. 
mo>ed this morn~g to go in.to Committee of the Whole House. .Mr. OL.l\IST.ED. Mr. Chairman, I am unable to agree with 
on the state of the Union, and, pending that,. asked unanimous ~ the gentleman from Tenne see [Mr~ GARRETT.] that the passage 
eon.sent for general de.bate to be ex:tHUded for two hours, I ' of thls biil in its present form will preyent the revision o:f the 
made a parliamentary inquiry of the Speaker- a.s to whether Porto Rican. constitution in the very near future. 1.: 3.I]l unable 
that would prevent the usual five-minute debate on the bill~ to agree with him a:s to the wisdom of the :rmendm.~nt which 
and the Speaker answered that it would not; and therefore I , he favors. If this: is :L good provi ion for· one year, it is good: 
did not object to unanimous consHUt. . for another. It is the law permanently in the Philippines, in 

Th CHAIR~IAN. The gentleman will. be recognized for five Hawaii, and, I am told,. in several foreign countries, including 
minutes. The present occupant of the chair was not occupying Spam, and I quite agree with the President, who in his message 
the chair when it was brought up. said- that lie recommended an amendment to the Foraker Act 

:Mr. PAYNE. It does not interfere with the five-minute providing that whenen~r the legislative assembly should ad
deb:lte. Under the five-minute rule there· has· been debate- for . journ. without making an appropriation, then the- previous a.p-· 
ten .minutes on this amendment. : propriation should be extended to that particular year. I de-

1\fr. GARRETT. How did it ha:QPen that it was debated sire,. ·williout objection, to yield the balance of the time that I 
without being read? eonld. oc~upy to the g.entleman. from Kansas [Mr. SCOTT]. 

Mr. PAYNE. The amendment was read. Mr. SCOTT.. lUr. Chairman,.· there are two objections to this: 
MT. GARRETT. It was read jus-t now. amendment, either one of which, in my judgment, is absolutely 
Mr. CLARK of Missouri. 1\Ir. Chairman, I wil1 ask un.ani- concluaive~ The first objection is· that if. the amendment is 

mous consent for five minutes on each side, because there are adopted. it will inevitably sooner o:u later force an extra. ses
Members here who have not heard the n.mendment or any dis- sion of Congress for no other purpose than to provide fol' con
cussion of it. tinuing- the government of Porto Rico. The legisfa ture of Porto 

Mr. GARRETT. I object to that. It is not a question of Rico which meets· annually, adjourns ordinarily about the 
unanimous consent· it is a question of parliamentary right. middle of March- The Congress of the United States· adjourns; 

:Mr. PAYNE. I ~ant to say to the gentleman that the.re is: no every alternate -year on the 4th day of l\In.rch. Obviously, there
difliculty about this. It is an.. original amendment, and he can · fore, it might easily happen, and I am sure from information 
mo7 e to strike out the last word and have five minutes. I ask which fias come to me it would happen, that the- legislature of 
that nll debate on the amendment be closed in ten minutes. Porto Rico. might fail to pass the budget at a time when Con-

1\fr. GARRETT. I have no objection to that,. but as a matter gress was not in session. There would be no alternative left 
of maintaining a. parliamentary right-- . therefore to the President of the United States but to can an 

Mr. PAYNE. I say the gentleman is entitled to move to extra se sion for no other purpose than to provid~ for the pay
strike out the last word and debate it. ment of the expenses of the Porto Rican government.. I can not 
. l\1r. GARRETT. I think I am entitled to debate it without believe that any Member of this House would be wil1ing to cast 
mo>ing to strike out the last word~ and I insist ori.. recognition a >ote which would bring about, even remotely, such· a contin-
for that purpose. gency as that. 

Mr OLMSTED. The gentleman from .l\Iissouri offered the Another objection yet more vital and iundamentaJ to this 
amendment and debated it, and then the gentleman from New amendment is the political effect it wou~<;l hn:ve i;i Porto Rico 
York debated it on the other eide which exhausted debate, :under ' There is no q11estion but what the adoption of tlus amendment 
the strict interpretatipn of the' rule. ~ the gentleman from would be _construed in that isI:;nd as _a victory for the radical 
New York says, the gentleman from Tennessee can offer another anti-American party of J?orto R1co. It would be heralded every-
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where as a rebuke to the governor of Porto Rico and his Ameri
can associates in the administration of the government, and 
that would bring a condition of political chaos that could not 
be compared with the crisis which now exists there. Gentle
men have read history, particularly the history of Spanish
American peoples, to little effect, indeed, if they have not dis
covered that those people have no comprehension of a spirit 
of concession and compromise, of generosity in government. It 
has been the evil fortune of the people of Porto Rico, until they 
came under the American flag, to have been ruled always by 
force. . They never ha \e taken a single step in the direction of 
more liberal government, except as the result of revolution or the 
'threat of revolution. The Spanish Government never yielded 
anything or conceded anything that it bad the power to refuse. 
The people have always, therefore, regarded any offer of con
cession or compromise as an evidence of weakness, and have 
·pressed their advantage accordingly. That is the construction 
they · would put upon this amendment if it were adopted. They 
·woqld regard it a:s, in effect, an approval on the part of the 
Congress of the revolutionary method their legislature has pur
sued, and would come bac~ next year with still more radical 
·demands than they make now, backed up by still more revo
lutionary methods. There is only one way to deal with these 
people, and that is to let firmness go hand in hand with justice, 
letting them learn that the corner stone of republican institu
tions is orderly procedure under the law. [Applause on the Re
publican side.] 

~'he CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of
fered by the gentleman from Missouri. 

The question was taken, and the Chair announced the " noes " 
'seemed to ha 1e it. 

Mr. GARRETT. l\Ir. Chairman, I will ask for a division on 
that amendment. 

The committee divided; and there were-ayes 61, noes 110. 
So the amendment was rejected. 
Mr. SLAYDEN. I desire to offer the following amendment. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas offers an 

amendment, which the Clerk will report. 
The Clerk began the reading of the amendment. 
The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Texas under

stand that his amendment applies to section 1 of the bill? 
Mr. SLAYDEN. No, Mr. Chairman; I thought the other 

amendment applied to section 2. 
The CHAIRMAN. Section 1 of the bill has not yet been read. 
1\fr. SLAYDEN. Very well, :Mr. Chairman, I will wait until 

section 1 is read. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read section 2. 
Mr. HOBSON. l\Ir. Chairman, I offer an amendment to sec-

tion 1. 
The CH,A.IRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 
The Oletk read as follows : 
On page 2, at the end of line 4, add : 
"Provided, howet:er1 That when any regular session shall fail to 

make said appropriations an extraordinary session shall be called in 
the manner prescribed by law, for which extraordinary session there 
shall be not less than seven days' notice between the date of the 
calling and the date fixed for assembling, which date · of assembly shall 
come not less than ten days prior to the beginning of the fiscal year 
for which said appropriations shall not have been made." · 

Mr: OLMSTED. l\Ir. Chairman, the gentleman from Ala
bama showed that amendment to me, and . I stated to him that 
so far as I am personally concerned-I can not speak for 
anybody else-I had no serious objection if he will strike out 
the word "when" in "Provided however That when" and 
insert "if at any time after the year 1909:" I can speak for 
no one except myself. 

Mr. PAYNE. I desire to ask the gentleman from Pennsyl
vania what good end would be accomplished by this amendment 
requiring the expense of an extraordinary session of the legis
lature there to again 11erform and attempt to compromise on an 
appropriation bill? Why can not it be done just as well in the 
regular session as to have it by special session, called every 
time . in an effort to get to some conclusion? Why not have a 
little good common sense about these thmgs and not try to 
negotiate and all of that sort of thing in connection with 
legislation? 

Mr. OLMSTED. Mr. Chairman, I will say if the appropria
tions are made in the regul~r sessions there will be no occasion 
for an extraordinary session, and the only effect of this would 
be to give them a little time to cool off after the regular session. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the Clerk will again 
report the amendment as modified by the gentleman from Ala
bama at the suggestion of the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

There was no objection. 
The Clerk read as follows : 
On page 2, at the end of line 4, add: 
"P1·ovidea, howe-r;er, That if at any time afte1• the year 1909 any 

regular session shall fail to make said appropriations an extraordinary 

session shall be called in the manner prescribed by law, for which ex
traordinary session there shall be not less t)lan seven days' notice 
between the date of the calling and the date fixed for assemblin~, which 
date of assembly shall come not less than ten days prior to the beginning 
of the fiscal year for which said appropriations shall not have been 
made." 

Mr. HOBSON. l\Ir. Chairman, I wish to state briefly the ef
fect of this amendment. It lea1es the bill itself in full effect for 
the purpose for which it is intended, namely, to insure funds 
necessary for carrying on the functions of gornrnment, but it 
provides a way by which the Porto Rican legislati1e assembly 
itself could pass upon the question, simplified, disassociateU. 
from all other questions, after the heat and passions of the 
closing days of the regular session ha1e had time to subside 
and after the people of Porto Rico have had time to realize 
the gravity of the situation and to give expression to public 
opinion. It further insures ample time for deliberation afte::.· the 
assembling of the special session. Under these conditions it is 
practically certain that a proper appropriation bill would always 
be passed. In any case, it would insure putting the issue fairly 
and squarely to the legislative assembly and the people whether 
oi· not they will provide the funds necessary for go1ernme::.1t, 
and only when they deliberately refuse to make provision them
selves would provision be made automatically without their 
consent. 

When we bear in mind that the executive branch of the 
Porto Rican government is appointed from Washington, and is 
not elected by the people of the island, and tha.t this executile 
branch comprises all the members of the upper house of the 
legislative branch, and that this upper house originates the ap
propriation bills, then it becomes clear that only in the last ex
tremity, inYolving the continuance of the government, the 
maintenance of law and order, should the revenues be appropri
ated and applied without their consent. 

At first sight it may appear that the regular sessions pro1ide 
for a fair and square issue on the question, but upon investi
gation it will become clear that such is not the case in practice. 
Following the course of human nature, appropriation bills and 
other important bills are liable to be postponed .till the closing 
days of a short session in a;ny parliament; and, as a matter of 
fact, the most important of these bills, as a rule, are thus 
postponed. All regular sessions of the Porto Rican assembly 
are short sessions, and the report of the governor of Porto 
Rico states that the appropri~tion bill has always been left for 
the closing days, and at times for the closing hours, of the 
session. 

It is comp_lained that this is not best, and I agree with the 
Secretary of the Interior, who acted as umpire between the three 
members of the e:xecutirn council sent to 'Vashington by the 
governor and the three commissioners of the house of delegates 
sent by that body, that it is not proper to try to trade off a 
question of fundamental principle involved in providing or re
flJ,sing to provide funds necessary for the -very life of the gov
ernment against any question or any number of questions not 
in>olving a fundamental principle; and I think one of the most 
unfortunate and deplorable matters of this whole controversy 
is brought out when the commissioners of the Porto Rican 
house of delegates informed the President, in reply to his wise 
and happy suggestion of a compromise, that they thought no 
agreement could be reached on the appropriation bill except in 
a trade fgr other measures that were in dispute between the 
two houses. In this statement I can not feel that the com
missioners made an accurate estimate either of the ho.use of 
delegates or of the people of Porto Rico, whom they represent. 

But this reply shows clearly that human nature has its sway 
_in the Porto Rican assembly as it has its sway in our Congress 
and that it is natural and to be expected that appropriation bill~ 
will be postponed till the latter part of short sessions and will 
be used to trade with, will be used as levers to secure the 
passage of bills with no bearing upon appro11riation bills that 
may be in dispute or that otherwise might not haYe the approval 
of one house or the other. Thus in practice it is to be expected 
that the closing hours of short sessions will at times be stormy 
and in the tumult adjournment may be forced before the pas
sage of appropriation bills necessary for carrying on the gov
ernment. 'l'his experience has been known in our own Cougress. 
In such a coutingency we ha1e recourse to an extra session, 
and the Porto Ricans ought to hay-e £imila:..· recourse to an extra 
session before the executive takes the funds from their treasury. 
The amendment provides for such recourse without impairin(J' 
the full effect of the bill in absolutely guaranteeing funds fo~ 
carrying on the government. How ean any Member of this 
House object to such a just provision? 

Some have assumed that recourse to an extra session has just 
been tried to no avail. Investigation will convince anyone that 
such is not the case. The extra session in question was a 
wretched travesty. The governor of Porto Rico in his report to 
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the Secretary of the Interior, copy of which is found on pages 
6 and 7 of the report accompanying this bill, states that imme
diately upon adjournment at midnight Thursday, the 11th of 
March, he issued the call for the extra 'Session, to convene at 
10 o'clock the next morning, Friday, the 12th, and that upon 
the coll'rening at this hour-

i sent in a message which permitted them to consider those bills which 
the council and house appeared to desire most. 

I quote his own words. Of course, the appropriation bill was 
included in "those bills." It is clear that at the outset no spe
cial question or issue was made by the governor of the appro
priation bill; but that, on the contrary, he left it in the extra 
.session where it was in the regular session-involved and inter
locked with many bills in controversy being used for trading. 
The governor himself can not escape part responsibility for the 
deplorable scene that followed. He goes on to say: 

I also warned the legislature informally that a special session of 
Congress would convene on the 15th and that they must come to some 
settlement before that time, otherwise congressional action would be 
sought. 

As Congress would be in session several months, at least, 
there was no justification in the governor giving the assembly 
any ultimatum whatsoever, and much less justification in giv
ing them a loose and "informal" ultimatum covering many 
subjects, requiring them "to come to some settlement" before 
the 15th, with only two legislative days intervening. _' Nothing 
could have been better calculated to postpone or prevent an 
agreement than this untimely ultimatum. No wonder Monday 
afternoon found the assembly without any agreement. It was 
only then that the governor separated the appropriation bill 
from the other measures, and when he did so he again gave 
an ultimatum requiring the passage of the bill before midnight 
of the same day. What was the necessity for an ultimatum of 
any kind? As Congress would be in session several months, 
and as three and a half months remained before the expiration 
of the fiscal year, what great haste required the passage of the 
bill before midnight? 

The governor gives the interrogatory cable from ~fr. Winthrop 
asking whether the appropriation bill had been passed as the 
only ground for his action. He states that upon the receipt of 
this cablegram: 

I then verbaily notified the leaders of both houses that unless 
the appropriation act was passed by midnight I should cable to Wash· 
ington requesting congressional action. 

It would baffie the imagination to conceive of anything more 
ill-timed than this senseless " verbal" ultimatum, given to men 
who are in the heat of passion. 

The action of the governor made the passage of the appro
priation bill humanly impossible. It all seems to have been by 
design. He states in his report that he anticipated trouble, but 
refrained from laying the situation before our Government, ex
cept in "personal" correspondence with Assistant Secretary 
Winthrop. He evidently did not wish the regular session ·of 
Congress to be informed ; their action might have averted the 
trouble. He evidently did not wish the President to take early 
aetion. If an investigation had been made, such as the Presi
dent subsequently suggested, the trouble might have been 
averted. 

He states that he was "strongly opposed to the regular ses
sion of Congress taking any action, as there was an extra ses
sion pending," though he knew the session of the Porto Rican 
assembly would expire before the extra session of Congress 
convened. He anticipated and clearly desired the assembly's 
failing to pass the appropriation bill. He planned to call an 
extra session, stating~ " I had intended to do this (call an 
extra session) in any case." * * * He then deliberately 
complicated: the appropriation bill with the other bills and gave 
a series of unofficial ultimatums that made the passage of the 
appropriation bill impossible. The executive council cooperated 
with him and joined with alacrity to bring about adjournment, 
and its three members sent to Washington expressed satisfac
tion that there had been a failure to provide funds for carry
ing on the government. The governor has full power for calling 
extra sessions. He knew that funds would not be required be
fore July 1; he knew that Congress could not take up Porto 
Rican matters for many weeks. Why did he not utilize part 
of this time in calling a proper extra session, such as is provided 
for in this amendment, and laying the appropriation bill, free 
from complications with other bills, fairly before the assembly 
and the people of Porto Ilico? Why has he not given full offi
cial reports to this Gm-ernment of conditions in Porto Rico? 
Why has he not given Congress, in whose name he made his 
threats to the house of delegates, a full and logical report of 
conditions and events, instead of confining himself to a pitiful 
recital of his personal outpouring to Mr. Winthrop? He bas 

not sustained the charge he lays at the door of the house of 
delegates that they have struck a blow, or would strike a blow, 
at the foundation of government by refusing funds for the gov
ernment's support. A disinterested examination of his own 
statement shows b-eyond any question of doubt that he himself 
is directly responsible for the present failure of passage of the 
appropriation bill. Furthermore, Mr. Chairman, a disinterested 
examination of the eTidence before Congress shows beyond a 
doubt that no fair test has been made of the house of delegates 
or of the people of Porto Rico whether or not they would with
hold from the government the funds necessary for its support. 
Such a fair test could not be made without a 1-egitimate, reason
able extra session, with the appropriation bill alone before the 
assembly. 

Mr. Chairman, I have an affection for the people whose des
tinies were left in our hands by the war with Spain. I have 
a peculiar affection for the people of Porto Rico. I took _part in 
the bombardment of San Juan, when another flag was flying 
from the Morro. In the smoke of the bombardment my imag
ination pictured a day when the people of the island would 
look upon another flag and call it blessed. But it is not from 
unspoken pledges then registered · in my mind nor from the 
affection I feel in my heart, but from a sense of justice that I 
now speak. A great wrong has been done the people of Porto 
Rico. There has been no fair trial upon which to base a judg
ment, the most serious that could be passed against any people, 
that they would strike at the foundation of government and 
overthrow law and order. 

The President is a great jurist, and his recent Porto Rican 
message is a great state paper. On the whole, it is judicial in 
tone, but at times it becomes the argument of an advocate 
instead of the finding of a judge. Nowhere does he take excep. 
tion to the precipitate and unbecoming action of the governor, 
nor to the provocation under which the house of delegates acted. 
The responsibility for failure to pass the appropriation bill he 
lays _entirely upon the house of delegates. I would not exon
erate the ho11Se of delegates, but it is only just to attach part 
of the blame to the governor and to the executive council. 

In interpreting the failure to pass the appropriation bill, the 
President says: 

The house of delegates. as a coordinate branch of that assembly, 
shows itself willing and anxious to use such absolute power, not to 
support and maintain the government, but to render it helpless. 

1\fr. Chairman, this terrible judgment against the popular 
branch of the Porto Rican government and, through their repre
sentation, against the people of Porto Rico is unjust. Further
more, it is absolutely unwarranted. Such a judgment could be 
justified only after the simplified issue had been put fairly and 
squarely before the assembly. This has never been done. In
stead of bringing this about, the governor by his ,own action 
made it impossible. The stormy extra session was only a short 
extension of the deadlock of the regular session. Why did not 
the governor make the appropriation the only question for the 
extra session? Wb:y did not the executive council and the gov
ernor keep it in session until it could get in position to accom
plish the legitimate work of such a session? Who could expect 
any self-respecting legislators to comply with the unreasonabl.e, 
arbitrary ultimatum of the governor, given in such an ir:r:egular 
way, when there was no clear and simple issue, and when more 
than three months remained in which the governor could call 
an extra session under reasonable conditions? There is still 
time for an extra session under proper conditions ; but I expect 
to vote for the bill, because the first principle of government 
demands the providing of funds, and under the existing form 
of government, in which the executive branch is so mixed up 
in the legislative branch, a failure to make such provision can 
be brought about by the governor or executive council or the 
house of delegates, or by all of them in conjunction, as in the 
present case; but I hope the bill will be amended as provided 
for in this amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Mr. HOBSON. Mr. Chairman, I ask leaye to extend my re

marks. 
The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? The Ohair hears 

none. 
Mr. HOBSON. I ask this extension, Mr. Chairman, because 

I 1ook upon this question as one Qf great importance, not only 
as bearing upon the efficiency of government in Porto Rico, but 
as affecting the general colonial policy of America. We ' have 
reached a new period· in the history of our country, where re
sponsibilities of a new kind ha •e come upon us, responsibilities 
which we can not evade. 

An examination of hi tory will show that no great nation has 
ever yet escaped colonial responsibilities. We need not hope 
to escape. Colonial problems have always been the most diffi-
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cult problems of government. The colonial policies of the world ment should be adopted, and I certainly regret that the gen
ha ve reflected the stage of social evolution, and the colonial tleman from Pennsylvania has intimated a willingness to have 
policies of a nation are a fair index of its progress in civiliza- it adopted. I sincerely hope it will not be agreed to. 
tion. As a rule, colonies grow with a nation's growth, and The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend-
colonial problems develop slowly; but with America colonial ment offered by the gentleman from Alabama. 
problems, full-fledged, have come upon us all at once, and we The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 
are called upon to find their solution without any experience The Clerk read as follows: 
to guide us. Furthermore, these difficult problems are but SEC. 2. That all reports required by law to be made by the governor 
part of the great world problems that are now looming large in or members of the executive council of Porto Rico to any official in 
front of America's path. Heretofore our country has been the United States shall hereafter be made to an executive department 

of the Government of the United States to be designated by the Presi
passing through the unconscious and naturally selfish period dent; and the President is hereby authorized to place all matters per
of youth, meeting, as we have done successfully, the problems taining to the government of Porto Rico in the jurisdiction of such 
attending a great internal development. Now we are entering department. 
upon the period of manhood, where we must proceed consciously Mr. SLAYDEN. Mr. Chairman, now I ask to have my amend-
to do our unquestionably large part of the work of solving the ment read and considered. 
world · problems of mankind. It is high time that we should The Clerk read as follows: 
pause, when such questions as the present one are up, to con- Amend by adding after line 12, P.age 2, as follows: 

"d th · f " SEC. 3. That a special committee• of 11, 7 of whom shall be Mem-
Sl er e true prmciples that should be the basis o our relations bers of the House of Representatives, to be selected by the Speaker, 
with the outside world. and 4 of whom shall be Members of the Senate, to be chosen by the 

For the corner stone we must be just. For the next stone Pres_ident of the S_enate, .be authorized a!ld directed; ~o investigate, i;1l 
we must be of service In seeking benefits we must confer the i~lflnd, _by public hearmgs and o~erW1se, the political and ~conom1c 

. · . conditions m the island of Porto Rico and to report to the Sixty-first 
benefits. I believe our wisest foreign policy for the greatest I Congress not later than February 1, 1910, what, if any, changes should 
good to America is the policy that would render most service to be made in the act of April 12, 1900, and amendments thereto. . 
the world a~ a whole. The true policy to get most benefit from he~,e~~a~p$p\~g~&te0J g~t ~~c~n~h~~~~YasinmfJ'e b.£r::;~~;a~3;;t b;th~~~: 
any people lS to help that people most. appropriated to pay the expenses of the committee while engaged in 

In our relations with those peoples whom fate has committed such investigation." 
to our charge the guiding principle is to seek always the highest Mr. OLMSTED. l\lr. Chairman, I make the point of order 
good of tho e peoples themselves, even at apparent sacrifice on that the amendment is not germane to the bill. 
our part. The highest good calls not only for an efficient gov- Mr. SLAYDEN. On that point of order I would like to be 
ernment, but also for the political development of the people heard for a moment. 
themselves. Therefore our policy should be such as to insure The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would be very glad to hear the 
the fundaments of good ·government, but at the same time to gentleman from Texas. 
have the exercise of the functions of government given over Mr. SLAYDEN. Mi·. Chairman, the purpose of this bill is 
in ever-increasing measure to the people themselves, allowing to cure certain political conditions allt!ged to exist in the island 
full scope for these peoples to make political mistakes, though of Porto Rico. The purpose of the amendment is also to cure cer
not fatal mistakes. As in all other departments of human tain political conditions that have been alleged to exist in the 
endeavor, the greatest progress comes from mistakes corrected. island of Porto Rico. The bill that the gentleman from Penn
The people should have a chance to make mistakes. Mr. Bryan sylvania presents_proposes to make an appropriation by general 
enunciated a great principle when he said: "The people have a act of this Congress for the government down there. This 
right to make mistakes." · amendment that I offer, and to which I hardly expected any 

Following these principles, I believe this bill should pass to opposition, proposes that we shall be so considerate of the 
insure the funds necessary for any government, but that it people of that island as to send a committee of gentlemen 
.should pass with the pending amendment to leave the provision down there, commissioned to hear their complaints, and if there 
of the funds, if possible, to the people of the island. Now, I be a reasonable basis for them, to come back to Congress with 
believe measures should be taken looking toward a progressive the recommendation that there be a general law to correct 
increase rather than a decrease in the part that the people of those conditions. What possible objection can be urged to that 
Porto Rico play in all departments of government-legislative, amendment per se I fail to understand. I believe that the 
judicial, and executive. amendment is germane both to the spirit and the letter of the 

I thought that my amendment was acceptable to the other act we are considering, and, therefore, venture to express the 
side of this Chamber, and have investigated and found that opinion that the p0int of order is not well taken. 
this side· is ' favorable to it and, by indication of a large con- Mr. OLMSTED. Mr. Chairman, this bill proposes to amend 
sensus, favorable to the bill as it would then be amended. But an act entitled "An ·act temporarily to provide revenues and a 
from remarks of the gentleman from New York it would appear civil government for Porto Rico, and for other purposes." There 
that a different intention has suddenly developed on the other is no other purpose or object expressed or carried in the bill. 
side. If this is the case, the greater is the pity, for the amend- Mr. SLAYDEN. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
ment leaves the bill in full effect to accomplish all the objects question? 
for which it was intended and at the same time calls upon the · Mr. OLMSTED. Certainly. 
people of Porto Rico to settle the question themselves as a hap- Mr. SLAYDEN. Does not the amendment I have offered go to 
pier solution. It seems to me, therefore, that there should be the same end, the correction of the Foraker .A.ct? 
no political lines drawn and that the amendment should be Mr. OLMSTED. I do not think so. It provides for the ap-
passed without division of the vote. pointment of a special committee. 

Mr. PAYNE. I hope this amendment will be voted down, · Mr. SLAYDEN. Specifically commissioned to report back 
Mr. Chairman. The bill is a plain proposition. To allow such what further amendments to that act are necessary. 

• an amendment as this to be incorporated in it would encourage Mr. OLMSTED. This is a bill to amend the Foraker .A.ct. 
those people to repeat the refusal to pass bills. The effect of The amendment proposes to appoint a committee, and appropri
this amendment is simply a notification to them that if the ate moneys to defray the expenses of a committee to ascertain 
executive council would not agree to their propositions, they whether some further amendments may be necessary. There is 
could hold out for their contention in the next legislature, nothing of that kind in this bill. This bill is reported from the 
not only in the regular but in extra session. It would make Ways and Means Committee. I suppose that is on account of 
additional expense to the government down the1·e. It answers the provision regarding revenue. I was unable to hear how the 
no good purpose. The bill in itself is .simple, and it provides ' $10,000 proposed by the gentleman from Texas is to be payable; 
that in the contingency that the Porto Rican people fail in but if payable out of the United States Treasury, such a propo
their duty to make appropriations, then simply become avail- sition should go to the Committee on Appropriations; if out of 
able the appropriations of the preceding year-appropriations the contingent fund of the House, it would have to go to the 
that have been passed on by the same people and by the same Committee on Accounts. It seems to me it hardly needs argu
legislature. Therefore I hope the amendment will be voted down. ment that such a separate and distinct proposition for the ap-

Mr. DOUGLAS. Mr. Chairman, I wish to add one word to pointment of a committee of the House and Senate and appro:
the suggestion of the gentleman from New York, and lhat is priating money for the expenses of that committee can not be 
an important one, as it seems to me. That suggestion is that germane to anything found in this bill. 
this measure is substantially a copy of the same rule that we Mr. SLAYDEN. Mr. Chairman, the second clause of the 
have in Hawaii and in the Philippines. amendment that I have offered, making an appropriation to 

Mr. PAYNE. Certainly. pay the expenses for such an investigation, originated in a sug-
Mr. DOUGLAS. If we make any .change for Porto Rico, gestion made to me by a Member of this House. It would not 

they will be coming here demanding that it be changed for the have been put into the amendment except for his suggestion, 
Philippines and Hawaii. I see no good reason why the amend- and was not put into it as originally drawn. I would be de-
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lighted to have the privilege of striking out that part of the 
amendfnent providing for the payment of the expenses of the 
committee of investigation and letting the amendment as of
fered coyer only the first paragraph, providing for the appoint
ment of a committee. 

The CHAIRl\lA.N. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. SLAYDEN] 
proposes an amendment, to which the gentleman from Pennsyl
vania [Ur. OLMSTED] raises the objection that it is not germane. 
The proposition of the gentleman from Texas is to provide by 
statute for a committee of investigation. Section 2 of the bill, 
to which the amendment is offered, provides for the submission 
of reports to an executive department to be designated by the 
President. It seems to the Chair that the proposition of the 
gentleman from Texas is not germane to section 2 of the bill. 
Therefore the Chair sustains the point of order. 

1\Ir. OLMSTED. I move that the committee do now rise and 
report the bill and amendments to the House with a favorable 
recommendation. 

The motion was agreed to. 
The committee accordingly rose ; and the Speaker having re

sumed the chair, Mr. TOWNSEND, Chairman of the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that 
committee had had under consideration the bill (H. R. 9541) to 
amend an act entitled "An act temporarily to provide revenues 
and a civil government for Porto Rico, and for other purposes," 
approved April 12, 1900, and had directed him to report the 
same back to the House with sundry amendments, and with the 
recommendation that as amended the bill do pass. 

1\!r. OLMSTED. I demand the previous question upon the 
bill and amendments to the final passage. 

The previous question was ordered. 
The SPEAKER. Is a separate vote demanded upon any 

amendment? If not, the vote will be taken upon the amend-
ments en bloc. -

The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 

third time, and was accordingly read the third time and passed. 
On motion of Mr. OLMSTED, a motion to reconsider the last 

vote was laid on the table. 
MESSAGES FROM THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED. ST.A.TES. 

Sundry messages, in writing, from the President of the 
United States were communicated to the House of Representa
tives by Mr. Latta, one of his secretaries. 

REPORT OF PROVISIONAL GOVERNOR OF CUBA. 
The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message 

from the President of the United States (S. Doc. No. 80), which 
was read, referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed: 
To the Senate and H01tse of Representatives: 

I have the honor to transmit herewith a communication from 
the Acting Secretary of War, under date of May 8, submitting 
the report, with accompanying exhibits, of Hon. Charles E. 
Magoon, provisional governor of Cuba, for the period from 
December 1, 1908, to January 28, 1909, when the provisional 
government was terminated and the island again turned over to 
the Cubans. I recommend, in accordance with the suggestion 
of the Acting Secretary of War, that this report and the exhibits 
be printed. 

I think it only proper to take this opportunity to say that the 
administration by Governor 1\Iagoon of the Government of Cuba 
from 1906 to 1909 involved the disposition and settlement of 
many very difficult questions, and required on his part the e..Yer
cise of ability and tact of the highest order. It gives me much 
pleasure to note, in this public record, the credit due to Gov
ernor Magoon for his distinguished service. 

The army of Cuban pacification, under 1\Iajor-General Barry, 
was of the utmost assistance in the preservation of the peace 
of the island and the maintenance 9f law and order, without tlie 
slightest friction with the inhabitants of the island, although 
the army was widely distributed through the six Provinces and 
came into close contact with the people. 

The administration of Governor Magoon and the laws recom
mended by the advisory commission, with Colonel Crowder, of 
the Judge-Advocate-General's Corps, at its head, and put into 
force by the governor, have greatly facilitated the progress of 
good government in Cuba. At a fair election held under the 
advisory commission's new election law, General Gomez was 
chosen President, and he has begun his administration under 
good auspices. I am glad to express the hope that the new 
Go.-ernment will grow in strength and self-sustaining capacity 
under the provisions of the Cuban constitution. 

WM. H . TAFT. 
THE WmTE HOUSE, Jime 5, 1909. 

TELEPHONE SYSTEM. IN PORTO RICO. 
The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following mes

sage from the President of the United States (S. Doc. No. 82), 
which was read, referred to the Committee on Insular Affairs 
and ordered printed: ' 

To the Senate and Hottse of Representatives: 
In accordance with the provisions of section 32 of an act of 

Congress entitled "An act temporarily to provide revenues and 
a civil gove~nment for Porto Rico, and for other l>Urposes," ap
proved April 12, 1900 ( 31 Stat., 84), and section 2 of a joint 
resolution amending said act, approved .l\Iay 1, 1!)00 (31 Stat, 
716), I have the honor to transmit herewith copy of an ordi
nance passed by the executive council of Porto Rico .l\1ay 20 
1909, entitled "An ordinance repealing an ordinance entitled '~ 
ordinance granting to Juan Bertran the right to construct; main
tain, and operate a system of long-distance telephone lines be
tween the playa of Yabucoa and the playa of Naguabo and their 
intervening towns and cities, together with local telephone sys
tems in certain of said towns and local stations at other points.' " 

WM. H. TAFT. 
THE WHITE HOUSE, June "I, 1909. 

PORTO RICO POWER AND LIGHT COMPANY, 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following mes
sage from the President of the United States (S. Doc. No. 83), 
which was read, referred to the Committee on Insular Affairs, 
and ordered printed : 
To the Senate and House of RepresentaUves: 

In accordance with the provisions of ection 32 of an aCt of 
Congress entitled "An act temporarily to provide revenues and 
a civil gove.rnment for Porto Rico, and for other purposes,'' ap
proved April 12, 1900 (31 Stat., 4), I have the honor to trans
mit herewith for the consideration of the Congress certified 
copy of a franchise granted by the executirn council of Porto 
Rico 1\Iay 19, 1909, entitled "An ordinance amending an orcli
nance entitled 'A franchise granting to the Porto Rico Power 
and Light Company, its successors and assigns, the right to 
develop the water power known as "Comerio Falls," situated 
on La Plata River, for the generation of electrical energy, and 
to build, construct, erect, and maintain lines of wires for trans
mitting and distributing electrical energy for commercial and 
industrial purposes,' " approved by the governor May 24, 1909. 

WM. H. TAFT. 
THE WHITE HOUSE, June "I, 1909. 

ADJOURNMENT. 

1\fr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now 
adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly the House (at 3 
o'clock and 5 minutes p. m.), under its previous order, adjourned 
until Thursday next at 12 o'clock noon. 

PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND ME..'10RIALS. 

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By 1\Ir. WICKEHSHAl\I: A bill (H. R. 10418) to create a 
legislative assembly in the Territory of Alaska, to confer legis
lative power thereon, and for other purposes-to the Committee 
on the Territories. 

By Mr. AUSTIN: A bill (H. R. 10419) to extend the franking • 
privilege to the officers of the national guard and naval militia-
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. MURPHY: A bill (H. R . 10420) extending the pro
visions of the bounty-land law of March 3, 1 55, to persons who 
served in the Fifteenth and Sixteenth Regiments of the United 
States Volunteer Veterans-to the Committee on the Public 
Lnnds. 

By 1\Ir. GILLETT : A bill (H. R. 10421) to facilitate the use 
for manufacturing purpo ·es of square No. 328 in the city of 
Washington, as authorized in the act of Congress of February 
1, 1907-to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. SPARKMAN: A bill (H. R. 10422) to provide for site 
and public building at Bartow, Fla.-to the Committee on Pub
lic Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10423) to provide for a ite and public 
building at Lakeland, Fla.-to the Committee on Public Build
ings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10424) authorizing and directing the 
Adjutant-General of the United States 'Army to furnish to the 
adjutant-general of the State of Florida copies of the muster 
rolls of certain military organizations filed or deposited in the 
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War Department or other departments of the Gol'ernment-to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10425) authorizing the State of Florida to 
make an efficient survey of all unsurveyed lands patented by the 
United States to the State of Florida-to the Committee on the 
Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R.10426) for the purchase of additional land for 
garrison purpo es adjacent to the military reservation of Fort 
Taylor, Key West, Fla.-to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10427) prescribing the boundaries of the 
northern and southern judicial dish·icts of the State of Florida
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also; a bill (H. R. 10428) to extend the provisions of the ex
isting bounty-land laws to the officers and enlisted men, and the 
officers and men of the boat companies, of the Florida Seminole 
Indian war-to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill ( H. R. 10429) to extend the franking privilege to 
literature published by boards of health of States, Territories 
and · municipalities in the United States-to the Committee o~ 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10430) to authorize the establishment of a 
marine biological station on the Gulf coast of the State of 
Florida-to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, a bill ( H. R. 10431) for the establishment of a fish
cultural station in the State of Florida-to the Committee on 
the Merchant ~Iarine and Fisheries. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10432) in relation to claims arising under 
the provisions of the captmed and abandoned property acts, and 
for other purposes, and to amend and -revive the same-to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10433) to authorize the establishment of 
free public schools upon United States naval reservations-to 
the Committee on Nal'al Affairs. 
. Also, a .b.ill. (H. R. _10434) for the relief of certain surgeons 
m the Philippme service-to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. RODENBERG: A bill (H. R. 10435) providing for 
participation in the universal and international exhibition to be 
held at Brussels in 1910-to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. HULL of Tennessee: Resolution (H. Res. 72) request
ing the President to transmit to the House of Representatives 
copies of all correspondence and papers received from foreign 
governments pertaining to wages or manufactures-to the Com
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. TAWNEY : Resolution (H. Res. 73) for the relief of 
Mrs. Lauritz Olsen and to pay funeral expenses of Lauritz 
Olsen-to the Committee on Accounts. 

By Mr. FITZGERALD: Resolution (H. Res. 74) of inquiry 
relative to appropriations for river and harbor improvements
to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr~ :RODENBERG: Concurrent resolution (H. C. Res. 17) . 
accepting invitation to attend Alaska-Yukon-Pacific Exposition 
authorizing the appointment of a committee, and making a:C: 
appropriation to defray expenses of same-to the Committee on 
Industrial Arts and Expositions. 

By Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin: A memorial of the legislature 
of Wisconsin, asking the cooperation of the Government in the 
work of road improvement-to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, a memorial of the legislature of Wisconsin, asking Con
gress to enact legislation to prohibit railroads from increasing 
their rates except upon notice-to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. ESCH: A memorial of the legislature of Wisconsin 
relating to coolie and Mongolian labor-to the Committee o~ 
Foreign Aft'airs. 

Also, a memorial of ~he legislature of Wisconsin, petitioning 
Congress for the estabhshment of a permanent nonpartisan ex
pert tariff commission-to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, a memorial of the legislature of Wisconsin, in regard to 
international peace-to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 
~so, a memo1·ial of ~he legislature of Wisconsin, indorsing 

Umted States Senate bill No. 8323-to the Committee on Ex
penses of the Interfor Department. 

Also, a memorial of the legislature of Wisconsin, asking Con
gress to enact a law to prohibit railroads from increasing their 
rates and charges except upon notice--to the Committee on 
Interstate. and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a memorial of the legislature of Wisconsin, relating to 
federal cooperation in the work of road improvement-to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. CARY: A memorial of the legislature of Wisconsin, 
asking Congress to enact legislation creating a National High
ways Commission, etc.-t-0 the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, a memorial of the legislature of Wisconsin, asking 
Congress to enact a law to' prohibit railroads from increasing 
their rates and charges except upon notice--to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

PRIVATE BILLS A.ND RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred 
as follows : -

By Mr. AIKEN: A bill (H. R. 10436) granting a pension to 
Hester J. Wilson-to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. ASHBROOK: A bill (H. R. 10437) granting an in· 
crease of pension to Orrin B. Thompson-to the Committee ori 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10438) granting an increase of pension to 
Ebon Van Kirk-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. AUSTIN: A bill (H. R. 10439) for the relief of David 
J. Collins-to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By l\I.r. BATES : A bill ( H. R. 10440) granting an increase of 
pension to Charles R. Gray-to the Committee on Invalid Pen
sions. 

By Mr. BEl\TNET of New York: A bill (H. R. 10441) grant
ing a pension to Morris J. Lovey-to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 
~EO, a bill (H. R. 10442) granting a pension to Charles F. 

Wmans-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. BOEHNE: A bill (H .. R. 10443) granting a pension 

to Charles C. l\Ieckel-to the Committee on Pensions. 
Also, a bill ( H. R. 10444) granting a pension to Frances E. 

Carr-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 10445) granting an increase of pension to 

Jeremiah Painter-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 10446) granting an increase of pension to 

Amos l\fartin-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. CAMERON: A bill (H. R. 10447) granting a pension 

to Samuel T. Ferrier-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By 1\1~·· CANNON: A bill (H. R. 10448) granting an increase 

of pension to Thomas Boggess-to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10449) granting an increase of pension to 
Zacha.i·i3:h Jewell-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CRUMPACKER: A bill (H. R. 10450) granting an in
crease of pension to Carlton Routzahn-to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By l\Ir. CU~LOP: A bill (H. R. 10451) granting a pension to 
Samuel B. Ridgway-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
. By Mr. DIXO~ of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 10452) granting an 
mcrease of pens10n to Isaac Higgins-to the Committee on In
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10453) granting an increase of pension to 
Willis H. Ryker-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. EDWARDS of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 10454) for the 
relief of James T. Warden-to the Committee on Military Af
fairs. 

Also, a bill ( H. R. 10455) for the relief of Francis A. Taylor-. 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10456) for the relief of Amasa Hodg~ 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10457) for the relief of Allison Wilson~ 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10458) for the relief of Elijah Crabtree--
to the Committee on Military Affairs. · 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10459) for the relief of James Brock-to
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10460) for the relief of the New South 
Brewing and Ice Company-to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10461) for the relief of P. H. Bridge
water-to the Committee on War Claims~ 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10462) for the relief of W. F. Tomlinson 
administrator of Samuel Tomlinson, deceased-to the Com~ 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10463) for the relief of the estate of Solo
mon Jones, deceased-to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10464) for the relief of the heirs of James 
Brandenburgh, deceased, of Buck Creek, Owsley County, Ky.-to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10465) granting a pension to Robert 
Stivers-to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10466) granting a pension to Nimrod Nel
son-to the Committee on Peusions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10467) granting a pension to John Nelson---. 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10468) granting a · pension to Sarah F. 
Hatter-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10469) granting a pension to Nancy A. 
Baker-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. · 

~.\lso, a bill (H. R.. 10470) granting a pension to Margaret 
Nelson-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10471) granting a pension to Henry Ruthe
ford-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 10472) granting a pension to Thomas .AJso, a bill (H. R. 10512) granting a pension to Peter Luns-
Burchett-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. ford-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
·· Also, a bill (H. R. 10473) granting a pension to Elizabeth Also, a bill (H. R. 10513) granting a pension to John W. 
Phelty-to the Committee on Inrnlid Pensions. Washburn-to the Committee on Invalid Pension . 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10474) granting a pension to Asa Harper- Also, a bill (H. ,R. 10514) granting an increase of pension to 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Andrew~. Oiler-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10475) granting an increase of pension to Also, a bill (H. R. 10515) granting an increase of pension to 
Richard Hadley-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Robert J. Walker-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
· Also, a bill (H. R. 10476) granting an increase of pension to Also, a bill (H. R. 10516) granting an increase of pension to 
Serena Johnson-to the Committee cin Invalid Pensions. Benjamin F. Johnson- to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10477) granting an increase of pension to Also, a bill (H. R. 10517) granting an increase of pension to 
McKager Lawhorn-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Griffin Chavers-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. · 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10478) granting an increase of pension to Also, a bill (H. R. 10518) granting an increase of pell'Sion to 
William T. Belk-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Benjamin F. Anson-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill ·(H. R. 10479) granting an increase of pension to Also, a bill (H. R. 10519) granting an increase of pension .to 
London C. l\Iiller-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. William Stokley-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 104 0) granting an increase of pension to Also, a bill (H. R. 10520) granting an increase of pension to 
Sarah Davidson-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. William Pine--to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10481) granting an increase of pension to Also, a bill (H. R. 10521) granting au increase of pension to 
James l\fcKelvey-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Calvin Roberts-to the Committe on Invalid Pensions . 

. · Also, a bill (H. R. 10482) granting an increase of pension to Also, a bill (H. R. 10522) granting an increase of pension to 
John Hicks-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Martin Howe--to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10483) granting an increase of pension to Also, a bill (H. R. 10523) granting an increase of pension to 
William T. Francis-to the Committee on Invalid :Pensions. Jesse Corn-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a . bill (H. R. 10484) granting an increase of pension to Also, a bill (H. R. 10524) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel L. Brammer-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Elijah Hill-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions . 

.AJso, a bill (H. R. 10485) granting an incre~se of pension to Also, a bill (H. R. 1052G) granting an increase of pension to 
Jasper Willis-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Henry H. Clear-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10486) granting an increase of pension to By l\Ir. KOPP: A bill._ (H. R. 10526) granting an increase of 
Zachariah 'l'. Anderson-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. pension to George Henderson-to the Committee on Invalid 

Also, a bill ( H. R. 10487) granting an increase of pension to Pensions. 
Perry T. Pollard-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Also, a bill (ir. R. 10527) granting an increase of pension to 

By Mr. FLOYD of Arkansas: A bill (H. R. 10488) granting John L. Bailey-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
a pension to John H. Gray-to the Committee on Pensions. By l\Ir. LAFEAN: A bill (H. R. 10528) to carry into effect 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10489) granting a pension to Miles Harri- the findings of the Court of Claims in the matter of the claim 
man-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. of Milton s. J ohnson, assignee of Jacob Johnson, deceased-to 

AI o, a bill (H. R. 10490) granting a pension to Cyntha R. the Committee on War Claims. 
1\Ic~furry-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. By Mr. McCALL: A bill (H. R. 10529) to amend the military 

AJso, a bill (H. R. 10491) granting an increase ·of pension to record of William R. Boag-to the Committee on Military Af
William Sturgeon, now known-as William Patton-to the Com- fairs. 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. .AJso, a bill (H. R. 10530) grunting an increase of pension to 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10492) granting an increase of pension to Michael Brady-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Benjamin McFarland-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. By Mr. l\IcGUIRE of Oklahoma : A bill (H. R. 10531) grant
·W. Anlso,Gabbbill ·d(Ht. Rt.h104C93) ~1t·ant ting Ian ~cdrepase ?f pension to ing an increase of pension to William Kelley-to the Committee 

. . a _ar - o e ommi ee _on n\~ ensions. . on Pensions . 
.AJso, a bill. ~H. H. 10494) gi:antmg an mc~·ease o~ pension to · Also, a bill (H. ,R. 10532) granting an increase. of pension to 

John l\f. H~hck-to the Committe~ ~n In~a1i~ Pensions. . Richard J. Gilbert-to the Committee· on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 10495) gr3;ntml:> an mcr~ase of pension to Also a bill (H. R. 10533 ) granting an increase of pension to 

Sylvester Bryant-to the <?ommittee on Invahd ~ension.s. D t : S H dd -t the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. FOELKE~: A. bill (H. R. 10496) gra~tmg a.n mcrea~e ~or · b'~ (~ ·R \ 0534 ) granting an increase of pension to 

of p~nsion to Morns Greenfield-to the Committee on Invalld Tho!'i.s aJ.1Q.ilbert-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
!ensions.' ~ :r • • • • • Also, a bill (H. R. 10535) granting an increase of pension to 

By l\Ii. Ii ORNES. A bill (~. R. 10497) gr.anting~ pension to William A. Smith-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Ella Bernhard-to the Coll:lm~~tee. on I~vahd Pensions. . _ Also, a bill . (H. R. 10536) granting an increa.se of p~nsion to 
. By l\~r. GARDNER ~f Michil:>an: A bill (H .. R._ 10498) grant John W. Rickard"s-to the Coinmittee on Invalld Pensions. 
10~ an mcrease .of perrs.:on to l\Iathias R. Zahmser-to the Com- Also, a bill (H. n. 10537) granting an increase of pension to 
llllttee 0~ Invalid P:nsio~s. . . . Samantha E. 1\1errick-to the Committee on Invalid Pensi?ns. 
~Y ~fr. GILLETT. A bill (H. R: 10499) gran!mg a pension to Also, a bill (H. R. 10o3S) granting an increas.e of pe1:1sion to 

Frank J. K~ndrew-to th~ Co~tte.e on Pensi~ns. . James H. Rodman-to the Committee on Invahd Pensions. 
Also, ,~ bill (H. R. l~uOO) grantm% a pension to Lilly B. Also, a biJI (H. R. l0539) granting an ~crease. of peµsion 

Parkhnr~t~to the Committee on Pe~s1ons. . . to Jacob Reed-to the Committee . on Invalld Pensions. 
A~so, a bill (H. R. 10501) gran~rng an mcrea.se of ~ens1011 By 1\lr. l\1ACON: A bill (H. R. 10540) grunting a pension to 

to Nahan F?· Harvey-to the Comi:nittee ~n Invalid Pens1~ms. Ainerica E. Hatley-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Als°., a bill (H". n. 10502) grant~ng an mcrea~e of p~nsion to By l\fr. l\IOilGAN of 1\lissouri: A bill (H. R. 10541) granting 

Isadore L. Gaboury-to the Comm~ttee on_Invalld Pens10n.s. . se of pension to Seneca L. Everts-to the Committee 
· Also, a bill (H. R. 10503) grantmg an mcrease of pension to an Imcrel~d P . s 
M S t th C "tt Invalid Pensions on nva i ens1on . onroe now- o e ommi ee ?n . · . Al b"ll (H R 10542) granting an increase of pension AJ::;o, a bill (H. R. 10504) grantmg an rncrease of pension to so, a i · · . . . . 
:William H. Bigelow-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. to Andrew .M. Cage-to the Comm.i~ee o~ I~vahd Pensio~s. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10505) granting an increase of pension to Also, a b11:_ <.H. R. 10543) gr~ntml:> an mcr~se of ~ension to 
Dwight N. Wright-to the Committee on Jnyalid Pensions. John P. B~ker-to the_ Committe~ on Ii:va~id Pensions .. 

B M. HAWLEY. A b.11 (H. R. 10506) granting an increase Also, a bill (H. R. 10544) gra°:tmg an mcre~se of p~nsion to 
Y • r. . · i . . . James A. Palmer-to the Committee on Im·ahd Pensions. 

of pension to Charles A. Overton-to the C?mmittee on Pe°:sions. Al b"ll (H R 10545) O'rantin<>' an increase of pension to 
Also, 3; bill (H. R. 10507). granting an !ncreas~ of pension to J hnsow, a C~le--t~ the Committee ono Invalid Pensions. , . 

Franz Nibler-to the Committee on Inyaltd Pensions. 0 • . . . f • . 
B l\f. HUGHES f west Viro'inia: A bill (H. R. 10508) Also, a bill (H. R. 10546) gi·~ntmg an_ mc~·ease o. pension to 

Y. r. . 0 
. 0 

• _ h C _ l\Iartin v. Welsh-to the Committee on Invaltd Pensions. 
·gr:mting an mc~ease o~ pension to F. L. Hersey to t e om Als bill (H. R. 10547) oranting an increase of pension to 
m1ttee on Invaltd Pensions. o, a C .0 

• I , l"d p · 
Also, a bill (H. R. 10509) granting an increase of pension to John .A,_. l\I~ples-to ~he .omnuttee on ma ~ _ensions: 

William Thornton-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. By l\f_r. l\IURPHY · A bill ~H. R. 10548) gran"?ng an mcrea~e 
By Mr. HULt, of Iowa: A bill (H. n. 10510) grantin~ an of p~nsion to Joseph S. Olsc ... mp-to the Committee on Inrnhd 

increase of pension to Andrew J. Chalmers-to the Committee Pensions. . I!< • • • f 
on Invalid Pensions. . Also, a b~ll (H .. R. . 10049) grantmg ~n mcrea~ ~ pen-

By l\fr. JOH~SON of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 10511) granting a sion to Jame& A. Whitworth-to the Committee on Invahd Pen
pension to Alice V. Keeler-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. sions. 



1909. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-HOUSE. 2937 
· Also,' a bill (H. · R. 10550) granting an increase of pension to 
Edward Holder-to the Committee on Invalid -Pensions. 

By l\Ir. PARSONS: A bill (H. R. 10551) for the relief of the 
owners of the steamship Esparta--to the Committee on Claims. 

By ~Ir. PATTERSON: A bill (H. R. 10552) granting a pen
sion to Claude l\f. Crawford-to the Committee on Pensions. 

By l\Ir. RUCKER of Colorado: A bill (H. R . 10553) for the 
correction of the naval record of Samuel Charles Hampton
to the ommittee on Narnl Affairs. 

By l\Ir. SPARKMAN: A J:>ill (H. R. 10554) for the relief of 
James D. Butler-to the Committee on War Claims. . 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10555) for the relief of D. F. Duckwall
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10556) for the relief of Adam L. Eichel-
berger-to the Committee on War Claims. , 

Also, n. bill (H. R. 10557) for the relief of William J. Hays
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Al o, a bill (H. R. 10558) for the relief of J. S. Huron-to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1055!>) for the relief of George A. Wil
liams-to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10560) for the relief of Duncan G. Malloy
to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10561) for the relief of the heirs of J. L. F . 
Cottrell, deceased-to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10562) for the relief of Jacob H. l\Iay-to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10563) for the relief of Richard F. Ensey-
to the Committee on Claims. . " 

Also, a bill . (H. R. 10564) for the relief of Robert B. Watson
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10565) for the relief of the city of Key 
West, Fla.-to tHe Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill ( H. R. 10566) to permit Richard H. Whitehead, of 
Manatee County, Fla., to purchase certain lands herein men
tioned-to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10567) for the relief of William 1\1. Hel
veston and others-to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By l\Ir. SULLOWAY: A bill (H. IL 1056 ) granting a pension 
to Eugene Bourassa-to the Committee on Pensions. 

By l\Ir. THOMAS of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 10569) for the 
relief of Josiah Morris-to the Committee on War Claims. 
. Also, a bill (H. R. 10570) for the relief of J. D. Campfield-to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10571) granting a pension to John Wesley 
Newman-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10572) granting an increase of pension to 
James Butler-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10573) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the milita1;y record of Joseph Dobson-to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By l\Ir. WICKERSHAM: A bill (H. R. 10574) granting an in
crease of pension to Edward G. Cannon-to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By 1\lr. YOUNG of New York: A bill (H. R. 10575) granting 
a pension to 1\lary T. Austin-to the Committee on Invalid Pcn-
~oo& . 

PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under chi use 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and 
papers were laid on the Clerk's desk and referred as follows: 

By .l\fr. · ANDREWS : Petition by business men of Roswell, 
_ Chaves County, N . .Mex.; Clovis, Curry County, N. l\Iex:.-; Artesia, 

Eddy County, N. l\fex. ; Portales, Roosevelt County, N. Mex.; and 
Carlsbad, Eddy County, N. Mex., praying Congress to take un
fa ·rnrable action on any parcels-post legislation offered-to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. BEALL of Texas: Petition of citizens of Meridian, 
Tex., against a parcels-post law-to the Committee on the Post
Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. BENNET of New York.: Paper to accompany bill 
for relief of Charles T. Wynans and Morris J. Lovey-to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By l\lr. BURKE of South Dakota: Petition of Western South 
Dakota Stock Growers' Assoc~ation, favoring reciprocity with 
Yarious foreign countries relatirn to cattle products-to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By l\lr. CLINE: Petition of Fort Wayne Perfection Company 
and 125 others, for reduction of duty on wheat-to the Commit
tee on Ways and Means. 

By l\Ir. CONRY: Petition of New Idea Publishing Company, 
of New York City, for free pulp; also New York Produce Ex
change, New York City, for reduction of all duties; F. D. Matt 
& Co., New York City, against free tea; Keasby & l\lattesou. 

Ambler, Pa., for reduction of duty on carbonate of magnesia: 
Derbrow & Hearne Manufacturing Company, favoring exemption 
of embroidery m~chines and needles, etc.; Commercial Ex
change of Philadelphia, Pa., favoring . reciprocity; E. and J. 
Burke, New York City, favoring free malts; Scandinavian Can
adian Land Company, favoring automatic tariff revision; New 
York League of Saving and Loan Associations, New York City, 
favoring reduction of duty on raw materials; L. J. Callahan, 
New York City, for a duty on tea; Amalgamated Woodworkers 
of America, against reduction of duty on lumber; Cincinnati 
Boot and Shoe Association, favoring free hides; New York 
Produce Exchange, New York City, against duty on cabbage
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of American Forestry Association, favoring Ap
palachian Forest Reserve-to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. COOK: Petition of American Forestry Association, fa
voring an Appalachian Forest Reservation-to the Committee 
on Agriculture. -

By . l\Ir. DANIEL A. DRISCOLL: Petitions of Amalgamated 
Woodworkers' International Union of America and Commercial 
Exchange of Philadelphia, Pa., favoring reciprocity; Wholesale 
Merchants' Association -of New York, against statement that 
large establishments are maintained abroad by American mer
chants; and National Gem Company, of New York, relative to 
duty on gems-to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MICHAELE. DRISCOLL: Petition of Forestry Asso
ciation, fa rnring. Appalachian Forestry Re"'serve-to the Com
mittee on Agriculture. 

By l\lr. ESCH: Petition of Wisconsin Natural History Asso
ciation, favoring free lumper-to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

Also, petitions of citizens of Wisconsin, against a duty on tea 
and for removal of duty from raw and refined sugars, and of the 
common council of Eau Claire, Wis., against reduction of duty 
on print paper-to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. FITZGERkLD: Petition of American Federation of 
Arts, favoring plan for systematic development of city of Wash
ington-to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, petition of Federation of Fine Arts, for creation of a 
bureau of fine arts-to the Committee on the Library. 

Also, petition of New York City Federation of Women's 
Clubs, protesting against conditions in Armenia-to the Com
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of Leavy & Britton Brewing Company, Brook
lyn, N. Y., for removal of duty on Canadian barley-to the Com
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. FLOYD of Arkansas: Paper to accompany bill for 
relief of William Sturgeon, alias William Patton; Benjamin 
McFarland, Miles Harriman, W. R. Gabbard, Cynthia J. l\Ic~Iur
ray, John l\l. Hulick, and Silvester Bryout-to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By l\lr. FORNES: Petition of New York citizens, fayoring 
abrogation of extradition treaty of 1893 with Russia-to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also; petitions of Wholesale Merchants' Association, · New 
York, denying statement that mercantile establishments are 
maintained in Germany by American merchants; also, Jew
elers' Board of Trade of New York, favoring tariff commission; 
Commercial Exchange of Philadelphia, Pa., favoring reciprocity; . 
American Newspaper Publishers' Association, New York, favor
ing free pulp; International Gem Association of New York, 
for moderate duty on gems and precious stones; and New York 
Produce Exchange, for placing life necessities on free list-to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By :Mr. FULLER: Petition of Local Branch No. 169, Rockford, 
Ill., of International Brotherhood of Stationary Firemen, for 
tariff on wood pulp and print paper- to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Also, petition of American Forestry Association, for Api1aia
chian Forest Reservation-to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of J. 0 . Sharer, of Rockford, Ill., against a tax 
on tea and coffee, and William Demuth & Co., New York, 
against a tariff on brier wood-to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

Also, petition of Roslyn Fuel Company, Seattle, Wash., against 
remoYal of duty on coal-to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the Alter Light Company, of Chicago, Ill., for 
reduction of duty on thorium nitrate and for increa e of duty on 
gas mantles-to the Committee on Ways and .Means. 

Also, petition of National Association of Hosiery and Under
wear Manufacturers, for increased protection on hosiery-to 
the Committee on Ways and l\Ieans. 

By Mr. GOULDEN: Petition of American Forestry Associa
tion, favoring an Appalachian forest reservation-to the Com
mittee on Agriculture. 

• J 
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AJso, petition of International Association of New York, favor
ing duty on gems-to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of National Association of Lithographers, for a 
duty on all lithographic products-to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. HARDWICK: Paper to accompany ,bill for relief of 
Delilia McGuire-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Mary L. Walker
to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HOLLINGSWORTH: Petition of J. S. McCready 
Post, No. 456, Department of Ohio, Grand Army of the Repub
lic, against engraving picture of Jefferson Davis on silver 
service of the battle ship Mississippi-to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio: Paper to accompany bill for re
lief of Ellen Leach, widow of Robert A. Leach-to the Commit
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LINDBERGH: Petition from the business men of 
Brooten, Min.ii. ; Evansville, Minn. ; Browerwle, Minn. ; and 
Eagle Bend, Minn., protesting against the enactment of a 
parcels-post law by Congress-to the Committee on the Post
Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota: Petition of Western South 
Dakota Stock Growers' Association favoring reciprocity with 
foreign countries relative to meats-to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. MURPHY: Petition of Texas County (Mo.) Farmers' 
Union, for parcels-post law-to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. PATTERSON: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Edwin R. Mears-to the Committee on Pensions. 

By 1\Ir. SPERRY : Petition of citizens of New Haven, Conn., 
favoring the reduction of the duty on wheat-to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

SENATE. 

TuEsDAY, June 8, 1909. 

provement of the riYers and harbors of the country, which was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens employed in 
the oil industry at Pleasantville, Tidioute, and Sheffield, all in 
the State of Pennsylvania, praying that a duty of 50 cents per 
barrel be placed on all crude oil, and also for a corresponding 
duty on the manufactured products of crude oil coming from 
foreign countries, which ·was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the National Board of Trade, 
praying for the substitution of specific duties instead of ad va
lorem duties in the pending tariff bill; for the appointment 
of a nonpartisan expert .tariff eommission, and also for the 
improvement of trade relations with insular possessions, which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. DEPEW presented a petition of .Abraham Lincoln Coun
cil, No. 14, .Junior Order United American Mechanics, of Brook
lyn, N. Y., praying for the passage of the so-called " Overman 
amendment " to the pending tariff bill, proposing to increase 
the head tax on immigrants from $4 to $10, which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

He also presented memorials of members of the compo ing 
room of the North Side News chapel, of New York City; of 
members of the Buffalo Electrotype Works, of Buffalo; of mem
bers of the New York :World composing room, of New York City; 
and of members of the Evening Call composing-room chapel, of 
New York City, all in the State of New York, remonstrating 
against the inclusion in the pending tariff bill of any duty on 
news print paper and wood pulp, which were ordered to lie on 
the table. 

He also presented a memorial of Local Union No. 11, Pulp, 
Sulphite, and Paper Mill Workers, of Morrisonville, N. Y., and 
a memorial of the International Brotherhood of Stationary 
Firemen, of Troy, N. Y., remonstrating against any reduction in 
the duty on print paper and wood pulp as contained in the 
Dingley bill, which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented petitions of sundry newspaper workers of 
New York City, Brooklyn, Glendale, Sheepshead Bay, and Bath 
Beach, all in .the State of New York, prnying for the retention 
of the duty on print paper and wood pulp as proposed in the 
so-called " Payne tariff bill," which were ordered to lie on the 

The Senate met at 10.30 o'clock a. m. table. 
Prayer by Rev. Ulysses G. B. Pierce, of the city of Washington. He also presented a memorial of Typhographia No. 4, Zweig 
The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approved. der Deutsch-Amerikanischen Typographia, of Buffalo, N. Y., 

FRENCH SPOLIATION CLAIM. remonstrating against any change in the rates on wood pulp 
The PRESIDENT pro. tempore laid before the Senate a com- and print paper as fixed by the House bill, which was ordered 

to lie on the table. 
munication from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, BILLS INTRODUCED. 
transmitting the :findings of fact and conclusions of law filed 
under the act of January 20, 1885, in the French spoliation Bills were introduced, read the first time, and, by unanimous 
claims, set out in the findings by the court relating to the vessel consent, the second ti.me, and referred as follows : 
sloop Diana, Henry Nicoll, master (S. Doc. No. 84), which, By Mr. PAGE: 
with the accompanying paper, was referred to the· Committee A bill ( S. 2542) granting an increase of pension to Lorenzo 
on Claims and ordered to be printed. W. Shedd; 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. A bill (S. 2543) granting an increase of pension to John H. 
Sargent (with the accompanying papers); and 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. A bill (S. 2544) granting an increase of pension to Joseph A. 
Browning, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed Lambert (with the accompanying papers); to the Committee <>n 
a bill (H. R. 9541) to amend an act entitled "An act temporarily Pensions. 
to provide revenues and a civil government for Porto Rico, and By Mr. PENROSE: 

. for other purposes," approved April 12, 1900, in which it A bill (S. 2545) to establish a fish-culture ~tation in New 
requested the concurrence of the Senate. Mexico; to the Committee on Fisheries. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. A bill (S. 2546) to correct the military record of John C. 
Mr. SCOTT presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Wheel- Barrett (with the accompanying paper); and 

ing, ,W. Va., remonstrating against any inci·ease of the duty on A bill (S. 2547) to grant an honorable discharge to Harry P. 
print paper and wood pulp, as proposed in the so-called " Payne Eakin; to the Committee on l\filifary Affairs. 
tariff bill," which was ordered to lie on the table. A bill (S. 2548) granting an increase of pension to John Bell; 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of the United A bill (S. 2549) granting an 1nc1·ease of pension to Alice ll. 
States, praying that an appropriation be made to place in Sta tu- Bright; and 
ary Hall a suitable memorial to the memory of James Rumsey, A bill ( S. 2550) to pension volunteer army nmses; to the 
which were r eferred to the Committee on the Library. Committee on Pensions. 

l\Ir. FLETCHER presented a petition of the Board of Trade By Mr. l\!011.TEY : 
of Miami, Fla., praying for the imposition of a duty of at least A bill ( S. 2551) for the relief of M. T. Sigrest; 
40 cents per box or crate on all pineapples imported into this A bill (S. 2552) for the relief of heirs or estate of l\lrs. 
country, which was referred to the Committee on Finance. Eunice Hurdle, deceased; 

Mr. BURTON presented petitions of sundry citizens of Con- A bill ( S. 2553) for the relief of J. W. Causey; and 
-voy and of Local Grange No. 873, Patrons of Husbandry, of A bill" (S. 2554) for the relief of J. R. Hollowell; to the Com-
Little Hocking, all in the State of Ohio, praying for a reduc- mittee on Claims. 
tion of the duty on raw and refined sugars, which were ordered THOMAS COYLE AND BRIDGET COYLE. 

to lie on the table. On motion of l\Ir. BURNHAM, it was 
He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Fremont, o1·dered, That there may be withd1·awn from t he files of the Senate 

Vanlue, Findlay, Continental, Moline, Walbridge, Curtice, East the papers accompanying the bill for the r el ief of Thoma.s Coyle and 
Toledo, Elmore, and Oak Harbor, all in the .State of Ohio, pray- Bridget Coyle (S. 446, 60th Cong., 1st sess.), there having been no a d· 
ing for the retention of the present duty on raw sugars, which verse report thereon. · 
were ordered to lie on the table. SCHOOLS IN THE DISTRICT OF COLU mu. 

l\Ir. PENROSE presented a petition of the National Board of Mr. NELSON. I present an article prepared by W. C. 
Trade, praying that liberal appropriations be made for the im;:_,Dodge, a former trustee of the public schools in the Distri~t of 
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